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Preface 



This description of the Census DIME file and interactive 
pro^rsrrimind is directed toward school administrators and their 
staff* It is not written as a technical manual for the 
corriputer analyst • In reading this documen't^ one must imagine 
that each application can be easily extended from Just a few 
schools to all facilities and students in '^he district* How-t 
ever the numeric output and maps are lar^e^^ which is why they 
could not be included* One must also ima^i^ie the ease and 
convenience of interactive programming* A f^ortable terminal 
wei^hin,^ less than thirty pounds that can t^e connected to 
any telephone was used for this analysis o'^' pupil assi^^n- 
ment alternatives* Considering the importance of sound 
decision making and the immediate availability of a maJor 
portion of the data^ the investment reouir^d to use the 
pro5^rams described here is small* 
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!♦ Decisions - Analysis of Alternatives 

Limited financial resources alonsJ with declining or shifting 
enrollment are creating serious difficulties for many school systems* 
These difficulties are exacerbated by demands for new academic and 
vocational programs that are more responsive to individual needs 
and for additional transportation to satisfy Judicial siuidelines 
for racial balance* To continue providing the essential services 
as well as to initiate these new pro^ramsy school administrators 
must ma;cimiz:e the economic efficiency of all functions* This 
situation makes it imperitive that school administrators have 
rapid access to detailed information and the ability to examine 
many possible courses of action* However^ such informational 
needs can rarely be satisfied usin^ manual procedures* 

Numerous attempts have been made to utilise computers in the 
analysis of such a problem as school bus routing* When usin^ a 
computers the problem must be translated into mathematical terms* 
This analytical description of the problem is called a model* By 
definitions these models do not contain the subjective features 
of the problem nor perhaps a number of other facets that 
are too difficult to write mathematically* As a results models 
are incomplete descriptions of the 'real' problem? however^ they 
may still prove to be extremely useful in findins^ satisfactory 
solutions* Unfortunately f many of the computer applications have 
not met expectations* Although there are numerous explanations in 
each case for this failures two factors that may have contributed 
either directly or indirectly involve the construction of a very 



lar^e data base and the delay in obtaining the computer results 
from the da^a processinsi center ♦ These problems can be mitidated 
by usinfil the Census DIME file and interactive computer processing. 

I A. The Census DIME file 

The DIME file is a collection of data describing the vehicular 
transportation network in over 250 standard metropolitan statistical 
areas* The procedures for constructing and maintaining this data 
file were developed by the U*S* Census Bureau. "DIME" is an 
acronym for Dual Independent Map Encoding which refers to the 
built-in mechanism for checking the internal consistency of the 
data. 

The DIME file is a "segment" structured data base in which each 
record represents a portion of a street segment as illustrated in 
Fifilure 1. The endpoints of each se^mentr which usually occur at 
intersections^ are called nodes. Each record contains the street 
name and address rande for the segment as well as the coordinates 
for the two nodes. Two primary uses of the DIME file result from 
this structure: sequential segment chaining and ^eo-coded address 
matching. Segment chaining enables the determination of vehicle or 
pedestrian routes as well as a method for data validation. For 
example^ the route from node 9 to 3 would include the segments linking 
nodes 9>5flf2f and 3. The address matching capability refers to the 
identification of the record in the DIME file that contains a 
specified address. Once the record is founds it is possible to 
associate the coordinate data or a segment location with the 
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Figure i: Example of DIME ^fap and Data File 
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Address Ranae 

Street Name From Node To Node Low Hiah 



Maple 1 

Maple 2 

Maple 3 

Peachtree 5 

Peachtree 6 



2 2 98 

3 100 198 

4 200 250 

6 2 70 

7 102 110 



particular address. This inf o rmation is essential for deodraphic 
display of the data or for determining the distance of the 
data item from another point on the networks 

The utilization of the DIME file offers several advantages 
which relate to the organisational interactio^is reouired to 
construct and maintain this data file* Specif ical ly t the use of 
the DIME file 

a» avoids the duplication of a travel network by 

sJovernment agencies ♦ 
b* encourages the transferability of com^^uter tools 
since many regions will have the necessary data in 
xactly the same format* 
c* relieves school systems of the obliaation for 
developing and maintaining a data base which is 
already the l^'^lislated responsibility of a local 
or regional planning adency* 
d# encourages the coordination of local and regional 
agencies in maintaining a common data base and 
transfer rind information ♦ 
e# ensures Greater accuracy in the data bases because 

of multiple a^enc^j involvement in its use* 
f* provides Graphic display car^bii ities • 

d# encourages continual reassessment of pupil assignment 
and facility management polices since the data base is 
readi ly avai labl e and up'-to-date ♦ 

h* makes it unnecessary to construct artificial dri'd 
systems to deo-code data* 
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!♦ enables the determination of actual distances between 
any two points on a pedestrian or vehicular network* 
In additionr the active support of the Census Bureau further 
improves the probability of its continued maintenance^ For 
instancef the Census Bureau has invested approximately twe?lve 
million dollars toward the development of the DIME file concept 
and is planning to spend an additional eiaht million dollar^ 
in ^preparation for the 1980 Census* Furthermorer the new 1 3w 
reQuirind a census every five years will result in an even Greater 
commitment by the Census Bureau to maintain the accuracy of existin;^ 
DIME files and expand the program into other areas* Additional 
information on the Census Bureau's program can be obtained from 
the Chief of the Geography Division in Uashindtonf D*C# 

Other types of transportation or ^eodraphic data bases such 
as traffic soner rectilinear dridf or land parcel files may also 
exist for the region* In General f these data bases do not contain 
the necessary detail nor do they allow for address inatchin«2# Thusf 
the DIME file provides more detail with Greater flexibility for 
information processing and transportation analysis than these other 
data structures « 

Although no data -ile can contain every factor that must be 
considered in the implementation of a particular school services the 
DIME file does contain sufficient information to enable the meanin^- 
ft^l analysis of al ternati ves* Furthermoref it is an existing data 
base that is comr^atible with the present address information on 
all student records and that can be improved as the situation 
dictates or when resources are available* Moreoverf the immediate 
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3vai labi litvj of this data is iffiFortant in a computer ai=^plic3t ion 
of this magnitude* The utilization of DIME not only miniaiizes 
the short-term cost and time for implementationr but also improves 
the prospects for the continued use of computer-based decision 
tool s « 

I B# Two Interactive Computer Moiels 

Interactive computing allows for a conversational approach 
to computer ijsa^e* At apr-ropriate timesf the computer can solicit 
information from the user/ provide the results of initic?! calcula- 
tionsf and give additional instructions By responding to a number 
of simple Qgestioniif a person with no speciiil trainings can use the 
computer* Conseauent ly y school administrators can work directly 
with th^ computer to evaluate the impact of alternative policies^ The 
combination timely response and the understanding that results 
from th^ direct interaction with the computer is likely to yield 
unexpected benef i ts ♦ 

Th^ nature of interactive computing enables a ■ m3ri-mi3chirie " 
approach to problem solvinsi# The models are designed to take 
maximum adv^pita^e of the basic computational capabilities of the 
computer and to provide output that focuses the user's attention 
on the critical areas reouirind human ingenuity* To provide the 
the timely response necessary for interactive computin^r the 
models must ^e somewhat limited in scope* However^ because 
of the user's involvement in the solution processf fewer math- 
ematically derived capabilities are required* In this environ- 
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TTientr the coniP»jt€?r is used tg 3ssisty not replaces the decision 
iTidker» Howeverf this does not imply that such models are less 
useful* On the contrary > it is expected th-»t the immediate 
access to information and the ability ^ ^ny alterna- 

tives will yield even Greater benefits ^ *^ txunal mathematical 

sophistication* 

The availability of information should help administrators 
in anticipating r^^oblems and in identifying their causes rather 
than their symptoms* Oftenr reouests for information remain 
unfulfilled because of insufficient time or resources* Although 
a question may not seem critical? the answer may provide the 
warning signal to the next "crisis*" Thus> there is a dreat 
potential benefit of timely information that may be difficult 
to predict* These models can be used to respond readily to 
the hypothetical Questions posed by the facility and transporta- 
tion planner* For example f 

1 * If Hope Elementary is closed r what will be the impact 
on the neighboring schools? 

2* If drade levels 1 through 3 are assigned to Forest 
Elementary and 4 through 6 to Moreland Elementaryr 
what will be the pupi 1 -teacher ratio? 

3* What will be the effect of reducing the transportation 
eligibility distance from 1*5 miles to 1 mile? 
Other problems midht involve the location of a new school 
and schedul ind the use of existing f aci 1 i ties for community 
activities such as day care and adult education programs* 

Two interactive computer models called PATH and ASSIGN will 
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be described here* The PATH program determines the shortest dis- 
tances between home and school for each PUPil while the ASSIGN 
program Generates pupil assignments based on these distances 
3s well as facility size* These models will be illustrated 
usin^ actual data from the DIME file and the 'tlanta blic 
Schools to address several problems relateo tc -upi' assign- 
ment » 
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II ♦ Pupil Transportation Reoui rements 



t 



Fiscal f eneri^yf and racial concerns have focused attention 
on the transportation service and emphasised the need for tools 
that can accurately determine tvp ticn requirements* There 

are many factors that must be si • when determining who is 

eligible for transportation* For exampler the availability of 
public transit facilitiesr personal hazardf and the capacity to 
walk may be taken into account* At this timer howeverr many states 
have established policies or laws based solely on a measure of 
distance between home and school* 

The implementation of an established distance measure is 
neither politically nor technically simple* The political 
difficulties arise from the uncertainty of a standard procedure 
for measuring these distances* For examplef the distances may be 
measured alond the route that parents would take in transporting 
their children to schoolf the route that the school bus would 
followf or the way that the child mi^ht walk* Furthermore f these 
distances may be calculated to the driveway? mailboxf or doorstep 
of the house with measurements made alon^ the curb or down the 
middle of the street* The technical difficulties are created 
by the complexity and size of the transportation network* 

The traditional approach to implementing a distance criterion 
involves the use of a measuring wheel and a detailed map or the 
superimposi tion on base maps of a circle or sauare centered at each 
school* These approaches are extremely labor intensive and usually 
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do not reflect the exact transportation network f but only indicate 
a conservative boundary around the ares containing those eli^ibile 
for transportation* In these approachesf the distance data must 
then be manually tran-^f erred to the student records* 

The implementation of a computer program for determining these 
distances helps to diminish the subjectivity in measurement and to 
eliminate the time-cc , vi t» rv f^er of data* Dist^nce<^ are 

measured on the DIME file network, from which streets considered 
hazardous to pedestrian movement have been removed* Based on a 
network of four thousand se^mentSf it is possible to determine 
distances to the homes of several hundred elementary school 
pupils in only a few seconds* Since the exact distance that a 
pupil resides from school is added to the student record rather 

han an indication of whether or not the student is elidible for 
t ransportationf it is possible to determine the effects of chan^- 
in^ the distance criterion* For examples the consequence of 
usin^ 1*3 or 1*45 miles as the technical interpretation of a 
l*i mile criterion can be evaluated* It is also possible to 
determine the impact of transporting all pupils on a particular 
block when anyone is eligible* Since the model can easily provide 
a list of names as well as count the pupils eligible for transpor- 
tationf a more politically appealing interpretaion of the trans- 
portation regulation such as the "block rule" is permitted through 
better enforcement of ridership* 

Three computer products are illustrated usind data from the 
DIME file and the PATH program: 

1» A chart showing the number of pupils residing at various 
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distances from their assisined school* 

2» A Plot of all points in the pedestrian network that are 
a specified distance from a school ♦ 

3* A map of the locations of all pupils that are at least 
a specified distance from their assigned school ♦ 
These applications provide a valuable visual description of 
a school's enrollment and attendance area# 

Table 1 illustrates the >■ i distance distributions for 
three elementary schools* The table entries indicate the number 
of PUPils that reside farther than the specified distance "s*" 
These distributions show the dedree to which the number of 
transportables is sensitive to the specified distance criterion* 
For e>camplef in reviewing the PUPil distribution for school S2r 
there are 168 pupils livinfil at a distance of at least a Quarter 
mile but only 16 residinfil at a distance of at least a half mile* 
Furthermore^ the number of pupils within a particular distance 
varies considerably for the other schools* As can be observed^ 
the percentage of pupils livinsi within one mile of their 
assigned schools ranged from 59 to 76 percent* 

Fifilure 2 illustrates the rinei of a transportation eligibility 
rule* All points on the pedestrian network that are exactly one 
mile from the particular school are shown* The irregular 
shape of this rind indicates the complexity of precisely measuring 
accessibility and the inaccuracy of estimates which are based 
only on straight line distances* A transparency of the transpor- 
tation perimeter can then be Placed over a street map* 

Fisiure 3 illustrates the location of pupils that are elidible 

17 
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Table i: Pupil Distance Dist ^'ibutions 



Schools 



s miles 


SI 


S2 


S3 


0.25 


122 


168 


207 


0.50 


93 


16 


181 


0.75 


84 


11 


139 


1 .00 


33 


0 


91 


1.25 


7 


0 


24 


1.50 


4 


0 


4 


Total 


140 


239 


211 



Percent less 

than 1 mile 76% 100% 59X 



*Each entry indicates the total numbe^ of students 
residing farther than the distance from their 

assigned school* 
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Figure 2: Transport Perimeter 




Figure 3: Display of Transpor tables 
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for trsnsportstiorif assuming that one mile is specified 3S the 
distance criterion determining eligibility* This information is 
useful in identifying the location and size of pupil cl ers for 
estimating vehicle rec^u i remei « ts ♦ ne map i of all PUpil locations 
indicates the number of pupils residing outside the Jurisdictional 
boundaries or inside the attendance area of another school* In 
addition^ a map of students, presently assigned to a school that 
will be closed can be used to indicate visually the potential 
impact on neighboring schools* 

hany school systems already construct similar maps and numeric 
tables? thus the substance of these applications is not entirely 
unfamiliar* What may be unusual is that these maps can be produced 
with minimal expenditure of staff resources and in only seconds of 
computer time* As a results it is possible to produce many maps 
illustrating alternate distance criteria or combinations of school 
districts with less difficulty and in greater detail than it is 
Generally possible to produce manually a single map* 
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Ill* Facility S z^- r ' il Assignment 

Provision of effective educational opportunities involves 
consideration of both the accessibility to schools and the proper 
utilization of academic resources* Continual changes in the 
characteristics of the student population due to midrationy 
ifTifTii^rationr and academic progress reauire a freauent reevaluation 
of the transportation policies and facility planning alternatives* 
Maximizing the utilisation and accessiblity to all schools increases 
not only the efficient use of the facilities^ but also the 
educational benefits associated with a school of a specified size* 

Facility Planning and PUPil transportation are directly related 
to PUPil assignment* One aspect of facility planning considers the 
number of facilities and their capacities while PUPil transportation 
considers the distance that PUPils reside from their assigned school* 
Minimizing the distances that pupils walk or ride to school allows 
more time for classroom activities as well as increases the other 
benefits derived from the close proximity to a school* Assignment 
of all PUPils to their closest school may be prevented^ however? by 
limitations on school capacities* 

Many factors must be considered before stating the desired 
enrollment since there is flexibility in the number of pupils 
that could or should be assigned to a particular school* Durind 
periods of Growth? some schools can temporarily accommodate a 
larder than normal enrollment until additional facilities are 
available* When the student population is declining? there may 

22 
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be 3 limit on tl rriiriinium number of PUPils that should be 
assigned to Justify certain educational pro^iams and the opera- 
tion of the facility itself^ Furthermorer it is necessary to 
maintain the unity of certain stud^?nt Groups* For exampler all 
students living on the same block mi^ht be considered as an 
indivisible droup^ This will help to prevent the disruption of 
families and neighborhoods* 

School districts are formed by the assignment of pupils or 
PUFil Groups to one of. the facilities* Uhen pupils are assigned 
to their closest facilityr total pupil transportation is mini- 
mised and compact attendance areas are formed* The attributes 
of compactness and minimal transportation are considered to b© 
favorable characteristics for an assignment plan* Howeverr 
■closest facility assignment" may produce attendance areas 
that vary considerably in population density^ although not 
necessarily in spatial area* Havini^ much larger enrollments 
in some schools may br^ both educationally and organisationally 
unacceptable • 

Uhen it is undesirable or impossible to assign all pupils to 
their closest schools a General assignment policy must be adopted* 
One way of statin^ this policy is in terms of an objective that is 
subject to facility capacity limitations* Three alternate assign- 
ment rules are presently included in the model* 

1* minimise the average travel distance of all pupilsr 

2* minimize the average distance of all pupils who are 
eligible for transportat ionr or 

3* minimise the number of PUPils elidible for transportation* 

23 
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The pupil sssidnments resulting froffi the implementation of each 
objective may be very different depending on facility location 
and sizer pupil locationr and the specified transportation 
eligibility distance ♦ 

The model assigns pupils simultaneously to all schools 
so that the selected assignment rule is optimised* The computer 
program actually completes the task of assidnind PUPil droups 
to one of the schools rather than delineating attendance areas* 
Cons>eauently ^ this model can be used to Generate assislnments 
according to other measures not related to spatial comp<ictness 
such as student preferences for certain acadomic or vocational 
programs* Howeverr it is possible to draw attendance bound- 
aries by encircling the locations of students assislned to 
each of the schools* In addition to determininsl and mapping 
PUPil assidnmentf the program calculates the number of PUPils 
elidilbe for transportation and indicates the number assigned 
to either their closest or second closest schools* 

Figure 4 illustrates an abbreviated output describing the 
assignment of 1083 pupils to each of four schools* On the map? 
an "S* indicates a school location while a number indicates 
the relative location of a PUPil Slroup* Figure 5 is a three 
dimensional projection showing the considerable variation in 
the density of the student population* In referring back 
to Figure Ar all students are actually assigned to their 
closest facilities when considering the approved pedestrian routes 
althou«5h the attendance areas do not appear to be compact* The 
circle outlines an area that is bisected by a railroad track so 
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SCHOOL ATTENHANCt AREAS 



SCHOOL 43720- 1 

CAF ACl rr « 750 
ASSIliMLH " 190 

Ul ILIZAriON = ,25 

SCHOOL 43745- 2 

CAPACITY = 894 
AS51GNt-:ii = 137 

UTILIZATION = ,15 

SCHOOL 43750- 3 

CAPACITY = 420 
ASSIGNKH = 348 

UTILIZATION = .83 

£..:H00L 44330- 4 

CAPACITY = 546 
ASSIGNEli = 408 

UTILlZATlOi'i = .75 

OVtr<Ai L STATISTICS 

CAPACITY 2618 
ASSIGNED = 1083 
HAX UriL. .83 

ASSIGNMENT OP PUPILS 
CLOSEST 10B3 Sb'CONH 



AV/G IHSTANCC = 
MAX DISTANCE = 
TKAMSPOKTADLE 



MG DISTANCE = 
MAX DISTANCE = 
TRANSPOKTADLE 



AV/G DISTANCE = 
MAX DISTANCE = 
Tfs'ANSPORTADLE 



AV/G DISTANCE = 
MAX DISTANCE = 
TRANSPOKTADLE 



AV/G DISTANCE = 
MAX DISTANCE = 
TRANSPORTABLE 



CLOSEST 



.27 
1 . 15 

0 



• 39 

S59 

a 



,40 



,73 
3,43 
51 



.50 
3 , 

01 



PUPILS LESS THAN 

*50 1,00 1.50 2,<)0 2,50 3,00 MILES 
780 194 32 32 22 23 
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SCALE 
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Figure 5: Abbreviated Output of the ASSIGN Model 

25 




PUPIL DISTRiaUTIOM 



Figure 6* Contour Map of Pupil Locations 
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that the straifilht line distance is a poor measure of accessibility* 
The sophistication of this modelinfil effort is critical in such 
ci rcumstances ♦ This type of output can be displayed on any 
computer terminal ♦ In addition^ a complete listinsi of pupils 
and their assigned schools can be obtained* 

Table 2 shows the summary descriptors for the assignments 
associated with each assignment rule and three transportation 
elifiliblity criteria* The first row describes the characteristics 
of an assignment when all four facilities are unlimited in size* 
*In comparison to the other assiiSnments f this solution is superior 
with redard to both the distance and "closest facility" measures 
but may be unsatisfactory because of the wide rande in the size 
of the school enrollments* Nevertheless f this solution does 
provide a "base line" for Juddin^ the other assignment plans* 
As illustrated in Fifilure 6? a sindle objective does not produce 
assisinments that dominate the other solutions in every respect* 
1* Objective 1 is likely to yield superior (minimum) 

average and maximum distance measures f and therefore f 

more compact attendance areas * 
2* Objective 2 is likely to have more pupils assigned to 

either their closest or second closest schools* 
3* Objective 3 will yield the smallest number of 

t ran spor tables * 
In specific situations? an assiiSnment may violate these 
Guidelines because of the requirement to preserve the 
unity of the pupil Groups* 

The ASSIGN model considers only facility capacities and pupil 
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Table 21 Trsnsportstion and Pupil Assidriment 



A* Trsnsportsbi 1 ity Criterion Eausls 0*75 Miles 



School 


Assidnment 


Distance • 


Assidnnierit 


T 


Capacities 


Objective 




C 


S 




1083 


1 


0.50 3.43 


1083 


0 


166 


270 


1 


0.57 3.57 


810 


183 


232 


270 


2 


0.59 4.12 


770 


262 


167 


270 


3 


0.58 4.19 


819 


192 


166 



B* Transportability Criterion Eoudls 1»0 Miles 



School 


Assignment 


Distance 


Assignment 


T 


Capacities 


Objective 


Avd Max 


C 


S 




1083 


1 


0.50 3.43 


1083 


0 


109 


270 


1 


0.57 3.57 


810 


183 


151 


270 


2 


0.58 4.12 


793 


214 


109 


270 


3 


0.58 4.19 


806 


183 


109 



C* Transportability Criterion Eauals 1 ♦ 45 Miles 



School Assignment Distance Assignment T 

Capacities Objective Avd Max C S 



1083 


1 


0.50 


3.43 


1083 


0 


109 


270 


1 


0.57 


3.57 


810 


183 


87 


270 




0.60 


3.43 


803 


172 


81 


270 


3 


0.56 


3.57 


831 


186 


81 



Key : 

Objective 1 ~ Minimize average distance 

Objective 2 - Minimize average distance of transportables 
Objective 3 - Minimize transportables 
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Figure 6: Compsrison of Alternstive Objectives 



Average Maximum Closest Transport- 

Distance Distance Facility ables 




Objectives 



3 




Key: 

Objective It Minimize average distance 

Objective 2: Minimize average distance of t rsnsportables 

Objective 3: Minimize the t ransportables 
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distances* Howeverf there is considerable flexibility in usinsi the 
model to evaluate a variety of policy alternatives that can be 
taken into account throusih data pre-processinsi* For exampler 
existinsl computer proslrams can be used to construct temporary 
data files for pupils in trades 1 throusih 6 and 7 throusih 9» The 
ASSIGN model can then be applied to these separate portions of 
the orisiinal data base very efficiently. As another exampler the 
partitioninsi of the DIME file can be used to prohibit assign- 
ments that mislht reouire pupils to cross railroad tracksf bridsiesf 
or busy hislhways* This is accomplished without the addition of 
data and its related maintenance problems* Partitioninsi the 
data base so that only the essential information is used in the 
model not only improves the computational efficiency of the 
prosiram but also prevents certain types of errors from affectinsi 
the solution* 
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IV# Schools and Declining Enrollfnent 

School size affects the academic and social environments 
the extent of PUPil transportations and the cost of maintenance 
and operation* The capability of a facility to continue serving 
a particular population may be important because schools are 
often monuments to civic and national leaders ♦ Furthermore f 
it can be very costly to close a facility for one or two years 
and then reopen it* Selecting stable facility locations is 
complicated by the dynamics of neighborhood evolution and 
regional mobil ity ♦ 

To illustrate the complementary nature of decisions 
re^ardind facility location and sizes a situation that has 
resulted from declining enrollment is investigated* Four 
schools with a total capacity of 2618 pupils have an 
enrollment of only 1083# The utilization of these schools 
ranges from 15 to 83 percent of capacity^ ConsideriniS 
only the present student populations it is possible to close 
any of the four schools and still have sufficient capacity^ 

In order to evaluate the potential impact of closiniS a 
schools a number of facility configurations is investigated^ 
Locations were selected which minimised PUPil transportation 
while balancing school enrollment* Four configurations are 
identifieds representing two to five facilities* Thens for 
each one of these configurations s a school is removed from 
consideration* After adjusting school sizes to reflect the 
smaller number of facilitiess new PUPil assii^nments are 
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determined* This elimination process is followed for each 
school in a particular configuration* 

The impact of closing a school should reflect the effect 
on all the descriptors of an assignment plan* The following 
eoua^ ion is used to summarise the chande in these descriptors? 

I = C C + S - 100(M+A) - T3/5 

where I = impact of a school closindf 

C = number of pupils assigned to their closest facilityr 

S = number of pupi Is assigned to thei r second closest 
f acilityf 

h = maximum distance f 

A = average distancer and 

T = number of transportable© • 
Increases in the values of the "closest facility" measures C and 
S indicate an improvement while larder values of the remaining 
parameters lead to a worsening of the situation* Table 3 contains 
the results of these calculations for each configuration* To 
reflect the uncertainty of which facility may be closedf the 
effects of closing all of the schools in a particular configura- 
tion are averaged* 

This experiment indicates the variability of the impact 
of closing 3 school* With regard to the configuration of 
four schoolsf the impact of a school closing actually resulted 
in an improvement because more pupils were assigned to either 
their closest or second closest school* At firstf it may seem 
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Table 3: Impact of Facility Closind 



A# Five-Facility Conf iduration Reduced to Four Facilities 

School Rande in Distance Assignment T Impact 



Removed 


Assignment 




Max 


C 


S 






1 


248-252 


0.64 


2.76 


825 


133 


58 


-5.8 


2 


250-254 


0.65 


2.76 


822 


104 


56 


-12.0 


3 


250-254 


0.67 


3.55 


849 


125 


79 


-23.2 


4 


247-257 


0.60 


3.47 


888 


116 


71 


-12.6 


5 


245-261 


0.68 


3.20 


738 


172 


65 


-26.4 


0 


159-218 


0.51 


2.76 


949 


23 


56 





Average impact = -16 
B» Four-Facility Configuration reduced to Three Facilities 



School Rsnde in Distance Assignment T Impact 

Removed Assignment Avd Max C S 



1 


357-365 


0.69 


3.19 


869 


192 


73 


8.2 




359-363 


0.77 


3.19 


927 


146 


74 


8.8 


3 


360-362 


0.76 


3.76 


934 


133 


100 


-8.8 


4 


361-361 


0.70 


3.71 


851 


«L jC^ \J 


87 


-2.6 


0 


214-272 


0.62 


3.19 


821 


191 


72 





Average impact = +1*A 



C* Three-Facility Configuration Reduce to Two Facilities 



School Rande in Distance Assignment T Impact 

Removed Assignment Avd Ma:< C S 



1 


502-506 


0.90 


3.88 


915 


93 


99 


-19.4 


2 


501-507 


0.79 


3.57 


938 


70 


82 


-7.6 


3 


501-507 


0.98 


4.25 


924 


84 


247 


-58.0 


0 


287-362 


0.64 


3.40 


988 


20 


76 





Average impact = -28*3 

Key: 

C = number of pupi Is assigned to thei r closest school 

S = number of PUPils assigned to their second closest school 

T = number of t ransportables 
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impossible that there can ever be an improvement in the 
assignment measures as a result of closing a schools This 
situation can arise when a school is seriously misplaced 
with respect to the present student population* While 
positive impact values may not occur oftenr it is important 
to note that closing certain schools in each of the config- 
urations has a far less severe effect than closing other facilities* 
For examples when the three-facility configuration is reduced^ 
the impact ranged from -7*6 to s low -SS^O* This limited 
evidence also sua^ests that the possible impact of closing a 
school may be Greatest when the total number of facilities is 
smallest* 

While these observations may be obviousf confirmation is 
achieved at minimal cost* Furthermorer these measures provide 
Quantitative descriptions of tiie relative impact of each 
alternative that can be used alona with other subjective 
considerations . 



EKLC 



34 



28 



V. Summary 

DIME can be used 3S the central component for 3 sleo- 
iSrsphically based management information system. It provides 
the mechanism for the spatial display of data and for 
determining accessibility on either a vehicular or pedestrian 
network. In addition^ this system can be extended to include 
other information available from the Census Bureau which 
could be used for a variety of socio-economic studies such 
as to project student population chaniSes at the block level 
and to analyze those areas most affected by the local 
school taxinsl scheme. 

The Quality of decisions is often based on the availability 
of information. There is a critical need for timelyf accurate 
data by all school administrators and support personnel for plan- 
nin^ and manaslement. Moreover f lack of Growth in the student 
population and limited fiscal resources further increase the 
importance of prudent decision makiniS. The use of interactive 
terminaisr which can be connected to the computer anywhere 
there is a telephone^ provides the necessary accessibility 
to the display and analytical tools described herein. 

Public sentiment toward educational and administrative 
accountability makes it necessary that more attention be placed 
on the cl ear presentation of the reasons for rea chins! a pa rtic- 
ular decision. The tradeoffs amonsi the manyy often conf 1 ict iniS f 
educ^ ional sloals must be explained. Both the visual display of 
data as well as demonstrations usinsi computer models can be 
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inv3lu3ble in communicat ind the complexity of a diven problem* 
Furthermoref interactive computing can also be used to allow 
the direct involvement of citizens in the planning process* 
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PREFACE 



The 1976 Legislature through statutory language, directed the 
Commissioner of Education to develop the necessary computer pro- 
grams to provide statistical analyses of integrated data in such 
a way that required reports might be disseminated, comparisons 
might be made, and relationships might be determined in order to 
provide the necessary information for making management decisions 
at all levels. In addition, the Legislature further directed that 
the Comnissioner develop output report formats which would provide 
district school systems with information for making management 
decisions at various educational levels (Section 229.555(2) {a)7 & 
8, F.S.). 

This MIS statistical report describes some of the information 
available from computer reports produced by the Department of 
Education using 1975-76 program cost and Florida Education Finance 
Program Data. It is intended for state, district, and school 
level administrators. 

In order for this report to be of value to district and school 
level administrators, it is essential that they use it in con- 
junction with computer printouts appropriate to their scope of 
interest. These computer printouts are available from the Depart- 
ment of Education, and may be requested on order forms provided 
in Appendix B. 



INTRODUCTION 



Reports containing program cost information are available from the Depart- 
ment of Education to meet a variety of administrative needs. These re- 
ports are of two types; namely, descriptive and comparative. The descrip- 
tive reports show program cost and Florida Education Finance Program 
revenue information. The comparative reports show program costs in the 
following ways; (1) as percentages of revenues, (2) as percentages of 
total program costs, (3) as percentages of total costs for all FEFP pro- 
grams, (4) per unweighted FTE, and (5) per weighted FTE. Additionally 
comparative reports are also available which show information such as 
staffing ratios, approximate average salaries, and salaries per FTE. 
Each report also displays information for each of the twenty-six (26) 
FEFP programs; for each of the four groups of these FEFP program^,- 
namely. Exceptional, Vocational, Adult, and Basic; and for. all of the 
twenty-six (26) FEFP programs. 

Each report can also be printed to display state, district, or school 
level information as well as various combinations of districts or 
schools along with summary totals and averages for any group of districts 
or schools. 

Except where otherwise noted, each report can display information for 
the general (operating) fund, special revenue (contracted program) 
funds, or for the combination of these funds. The general (operating) 
fund accounts for all ordinary operations of a school district which do 
not have to be accounted for in another specified fund, including some 
capital outlay expenditures. The special revenue (contracted program) 
funds account for special projects in which limitations on the use of 
monies are specified by the legal authority establishing the fund, and, 
generally, these resources cannot be diverted to other uses. Most of 
the funds from the federal accountable programs are classified as special 
revenue. The combination of these funds includes all monies for the 
operation of a school district's programs. 

The reports which are available are described on the following pages. 
Copies of the state level reports at the time of publication appear in 
this document. Definitions of key terms are contained in Appendix A. 
District and school level reports in the same format as illustrated in 
this document are available free of charge upon request to all Florida 
Legislative, DOE, and public school district staff when the use to be 
made of the reports is within the scope of the staff member s official 
duties. All others may request reports at cost. Instructions for or- 
dering program cost analysis reports are in Appendix B. 

Man\' other analyses of program costs are being conducted. If your inter- 
est in analyzing these data extend beyond the scope of this document, 
ple,v-e feel free to contact the DOE at the address or phone number given 
Aopendix B. 
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PROGRAM COST REPORT 



This report displays on two pages, the expenditures for the cost 
elements/totals; namely, salaries, employee benefits, purchased 
services, materials and supplies, other expenses, capital outlay, 
total direct costs, school indirect costs, total school costs, 
district indirect costs, and total program costs. Also displayed 
on this report is the amount of revenue earned through the Florida 
Education Finance Program (See FEFP Adjusted Revenue Report.). 
Then the total direct, total school, and total program costs as 
percentages of the FEFP revenue are displayed. (Note: These per- 
centages on the special revenue (contracted program) funds report 
are meaningless for most purposes.) The percentage criteria in 
Section 237. 34(3) (a ) , F.S. apply only to the total school cost as 
a percent of FEFP adjusted revenue. 

:'^u. .i -ions wki^h can he answered with this report for the state ^ 
di r>:^riatSy and schools: 

How much was expended for any FEFP program or group 
of FEFP programs and for any cost element /total? 

What peraeyitagc of the FEFP adjusted revenue earned 
by any FEFP program or group of FEFP programs was 
expended for total dircoty total school^ or total 
program costs? 

The state level reports which follow and their respective page 
numbers are: 

1975-76 Program Cost Report, General (Operating) 3 & 4 
Fund Expenditures 

1975-76 Program Cost Report, Special Revenue 5 & 6 

(Contracted Program) Funds Expenditures 

1975-76 Program Cost Report, General (Operat- 7 & 8 

ing) and Special Reveni:e (Contracted Program) 
Funds Expenditures 
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4,902.120 


iHECIfIt LEARNING OlSAblLlTY PT 


12 


i, 783,288 


21,707,776 


iPEClHC LEARNING OlbAoUIW 


u 


l,522,9fU 


4,776,30b 


Atlht Pf 




2,831,348 


9,099,309 


HUiPlTAL ANJ KIMEBUUND PI 


I? 


171,694 


2,928,107 


jUiifniAl. m tALtPlluMAL POOGRAfiS 




j!),9jo,308 


124,345,652 



VOUTKINAL tOUCATIUN 1 16 5,637,943 l5, 519,268 

;nUTliJ.«AL t0UlATl.)\ II 1/ h, 700,069 31,1%, 

VJCATIONAI EOUCATIJ;. UI U 21 ,830,978 57,705,093 

VOCATIONAL EOdCATIU.'v IV 19 23 , 187, l6'j 57,375.260 

VOCATIONAI EDUCATIJN V 20 5,763,549 17,504,654 

* VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 21 6,013,834 15,828,653 

jUBTilTAL I-Ok VuCATKINAL PKOGKAHS 



DISTRICT 
iNUlktCT 
COSTS 

5.. 307,359 
1; 446)950 

559,428 
79.182 
l,652v094 

487,307 

185.125 
47,169 

748.757 
1,046.754 

601,897 
3,038,616 

673,848 
1,2>;0,574 

413,190 

IT. 570. 336 



1.950.^14 
4.930.505 
7,545,012 
7,451,005 
2,200,357 
2,032,350 



77,133,538 20l,7jl.ll4 26.109,643 



ADiIlT 3AS1L .VNO filt,h SChUhL U 6,32«.0o5 19.682. ••93 

■»UdLT CnMMdMTY SERVICE ii 850, t53 2,//b,3<;9 

iUdTl)T»! (-ji, AOULT rfijuRAMS 



4,225,578 
?90,01/ 



?, 176,518 i2,'.6J,822 ).C15,595 



^-3 dASlC 24 lo0,51d,01d 410,580,085 45,822,Ub 

, . BASIC 25 2 75 ,333 ,61^ t>88,'.91,5l9 f2. 651, 139 

10-12 BASIC 26 lUi ,449,870 271, 587.45J 28,198,i3l 

Subtotal m dasic p'iJGRaiis 539,301,503 '.,37b, 659, eat i46,6?i,4ie 



TOTAL PHflikAH 
COSTS 



4l,9o8,547 

12,049, 604 
6/4,319 
674, 049 

13,213,005 
3,950, 311 
1,349, 093 
387, 634 
5, 855, 100 
8,365,483 
5,504, 017 

24,7i6. 392 
5,450, 654 

10,379, 883 
3,341,297 



COST AS A PERCENT OF 
ftfP AOjySIEO REVENUE 

TOTAL* luTAL* TOTAL 
DHECT»SCH0UL*PRO6ftAf^ 



71 

h 

h 
88 
52 
76 
89 
94 
52 

h 

51 
84 
58 

92 



106 
105 
102 
121 

69 
104 
116 
129 

72 
105 
111 

09 
123 

84 

97 



121 
120 
iio 
13/ 

78 
119 
134 
147 

83 
120 
J 24 

79 
140 

96 
111 



141,915, 988 


at 


90 


102 


17,469, 682 


39 


62 


70 


42, 728, 691 


4/ 


7/ 


87 


i5, 250, 105 


52 


84 


94 


64,626, 265 


62 


104 


117 


19,705,011 


98 


1(7 


165 


17,861, 093 


70 


113 


US 


227,e40, 75/ 


56 


90 


101 


23,908, 071 


57 


84 


101 


3,568,346 


94 


136 


174 


27,476, 417 


60 


89 


107 


402,402, 813 


69 


112 


125 


/ol, 142, 656 


BO 


134 


148 


299,785, 6C1 


78 


127 


140 


1,523,331. 072 


/6 


125 


139 



Ftf-P 

iOJOSIED 
t^EvEiMOE 

3t, 731, 242 

13,068,189 
323.453 
493 ,975 

16,867,377 
3,334,107 
If004,0o3 
263.783 
/,074,Z24 
6,967,258 
4,42iitS8 

31,493.58/ 
3,892,668 

i0,»18,758 
3,036,020 

13a.<t5),l91 



25,081,631 
49,09J.132 
69.063,391 
55 ,31), 496 
11,932.448 
14,003 ,394 

224i<>95i462 



23.565 ,559 
2,049,333 

2) .014,859 



3/3.891,275 
513,292 ,J9/ 
2hv'»43,203 

1 , 098,^5,875 



TOTAL FOR ALL f£fP PROGRAMS 



659,519,864 1,725. 197,242 i93.io6,992 1,920,564, 234 72 116 129 i,48/>l9:u38/ 



THE THRE' COLUMNS LAtstLtO "UlST AS A PcHLENT l-F W lOJUSTtU rttv=NUE« DISPLAY F,)t' EACH PK3CRAH THE TOTAL DIRECT. THE TOTiL SCHjOLi 
INO THE TOTAL Pi'UGRJH CJSTS AS PEkCENTAGES !!F THE FtFP JOjuSTfO REVENUE 



10 11 

ERIC 



FIl? 'jO. 1)5.084-1 



rLORIOA DEPARIMFMI OF ElWCAlIJrj 
19/3-7U PKOGKi»l C05I PEPilPT 
SffcCIAL Kc\/c.Wc ICONIRACTtlJ P^ll,KAM) FUNUS E)l''tl\IUl TJkES 
GROUP SUHHAky rOULS 



SUKHMV TOTAL 
PAGE 05 



■'''jGhAil NAUc AO NO 



'■OdCAblE »«ENTALLy RflARDEO 01 

TRAINABLE MENTALLY kETARPED U 

PHrSICALLy HANDICAPPED 03 
PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT % 

iPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT Oi 

0,£Af 06 

VISJALLY HANDICAPPED PT 0? 

VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 08 

EHOTIONALIY DISTURBED PT 09 

EHOTIONALLY DISTURBED 10 

SOCIALLY HALAOJUSTEO U 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 12 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 13 

GIFTED PT U 

HOSPITAL AND HOMEBOUND PT 15 

SUBTlirAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAHS 



SALARIES 



373. 5i7 
145,65" 
7li5:. 
14, 8j 
9b, l> 
84,3d- 
14,06 
23,54^ 
15,621 
50,350 
7B,lUti 
219,971 
76,072 
11,402 
26,210 

li301,559 



EMPLOYEE 


('J.<CHASEU 


HATERIALS 


BEN'^FITS 


.ERVICES 


i SUPPLlEi 




17,4t7 


33,50 




Of 7i J 


1 /. 'J 1 T 




<i,l7/ 


7,003 




5,429 


3,956 




2,2()'» 


6,102 




13,919 


11,454 




4 






26 




2.77S 


2,33a 


2,303 


8,409 


7,226 


12,14/ 


Hi 195 


2,0/4 


9,894 


37,572 


15,543 


12,955 


13,489 


1,601 


l,09o 


1,726 


514 


1,467 


4,202 


9,147 


3,425 


222, 5C4 


B9,044 


119,961 



OTHER 
EXPENSES 

7,503 

l,d79 

2,94 

i.4. 

7,'' 



71 
190 
962 
921 
7i209 
663 
331 
276 

33,059 



CAPITAL 
OUTLAY 

30,287 
22,123 
17,037 
505 
6,625 
21.419 
11,570 
101 
717 
11 1057 
7,449 
11,254 
2i318 
5,218 
4,414 

156,094 



TCTAL OIKkCT 
COSTS 

5.(5,431 
2ia,l57 
1U,110 
2ii,751 
135.323 
h3,935 
23 •'.93 
27.067 
24.158 
93.151 
109.719 
304,506 
95 .233 
20,660 
47,674 

1.924.224 



t/OCATIONAL 
i/OCATHNAL 
/OCATIDNAL 
l/OCATIONAL 
VOCATIONAL 
VOCATIONAL 



EDUCATION I 
EDUCATION 11 
tOUCATlOlv III 
EDUCATION IV 
EDUCATION V 
EDUCATION VI 



SUBTOTAL FOK VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 



4UULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 
ADULT COHHUNITY SERVICE 

SUdTOTAL FOR ADULT PRJGRAHS 



16 
IT 
18 
19 
20 
21 



22 
23 



85,509 
412,202 
246,719 
12»,320 
276.267 

64.898 

1,214,915 



763,565 
65,201 

828,767 



14,886 
65.82(1 
40,742 
21,626 
40,741 
11,069 

200,890 



117.883 
8,962 

126,845 



146,616 
192,761 
177,660 
13,077 
23,119 
6,172 

559,'.fl5 



20,665 
436 

21.101 



70,242 
234,842 
142,294 
70,647 
17,423 
14,621 

550, 074 



186,051 
8,235 

194,280 



1.030 
59,287 
11.413 
54,175 
28.886 

8.888 



156,630 
93.259 

,!49,889 



520,2o4 
1,607,828 
1 ,573,543 
702,207 
236.930 
113,447 



163,679 4,754.269 



183,335 
3,591 

186.676 



838.54/ 
2,572 .74(1 
2,192 ,371 
991,052 
629,421 
219,095 

7,443 ,232 



1 . 427.880 
179,68* 

1.607,564 



K - 3 BASIC 
4 - 9 BASIC 
10 - 12 8ASIC 

SUBTOTAL fHR BASIC PRJGKAMS 



24 
25 

26. 



26,850,756 
15,858,238 
1,936,2^:^ 



4,531,000 
2,663,914 
302,334 



'.65,336 
■♦39,447 
121,023 



1,794,45? 
1,319,902 
1 99,99+ 



440,174 
206.651 
37,354 



1,260.240 
1,274,670 
364,110 



3S, 341, 967 
21.842,872 
2.961 ,038 



44,645,267 7,497,254 1,325, 306 3,314,351 764,179 2,899,020 oJ, 145,877 



TOTAL FUR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 



12 



47,990,508 8,047, 49J l,o95,356 4, 1 78,675 l,dG,B06 7,998,0)9 71,120,897 



1 



•iJMIAKY TOTAL 



SUHHARY TOTAL 



mmi TOTAL mmi total 

FILE NJ. 05.0a4-2 FLORIDA OEPAHIHENI Jl- EUUCATIJ-^ ?AGE OP 

H7j-7b PROGRAM COlT REPORT iimih 
SPECIAL REVENUE ICUNIRACTEiJ PROGRAH) FUNt)5 tXPENDlTJRtS 
GROJP SUHHAKY TOTALS 

COST AS A PERCENT OF 



PROGRAM N A M b A N J 












FEFP ADJUSTED REVENUE 




N n . 


SCHOOL 


TOTAL SCHOOL 


DISTRICT 


TOTAL PROSRAH 








FEFP 






INDIRECT 


COSTS 


INDIRECT 


COSTS 


TOTAL* TOTAL* TOTAL 


ADJUSTED 






COSTS 




COSTS 




DiRECT*SCHOOL*PROGRAH 


REVENUE 


iOUCAHLE MENTALLY KcTAk3Ei) 


01 


'lit 


b71i767 


189)966 


86li 733 


2 


3 


4 


/Jil23 ,731 


tkainable mentally KETARDED 


02 


V 






hl^, 


J 


7 
1 


Q 
7 


•i itil] .921 


PHYSICALLY HANDICAPI-ED 


03 






1 u f us/ 1 


C40f \fC I 


5 


6 


9 


/'.4')6.42! 


PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PI 0'. 




L7 t J I J 


171 0 li i 


49. 184 

~7| 107 


U 


IJ 


22 


222 .419 


SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 


C 






P7. ibfl 

L I f JVM 


174. fl77 


1 


1, 


2 


1 J. 727 . 229 


JEAF ' 


f 
I 




178,257 


23,990 


202,24} 


5 


/ 


II 


2,633,513 


i/ISJALLY HANDICAPPED PT 


u. 




29.825 


26, 188 


56,013 


7 


8 




jBS ''J 


VI^IALI Y HiHn If IPPFn 


go 


,,l 


28,B9B 


5,386 


34,264 


14 


it 


';' / 
; 1 


20 , 






ij/l 






70.114 


1 


1 


2'- 


4 . 0 K . 1 ) 


EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 


10 


100.193 


190,344 


83i000 


273i 344 


3 


6 




i,430i857 


SOCIALLY MALADJUSTED 


11 


37fl«663 


488)382 






8 


37 




UU4«2')i 


SPECIFIC LEARNING OISAdlLlTY PT 


12 


81.624 


386.130 


103,586 


469,716 


1 


2 




21,^93 ,903 


SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 


13 


5.417 


100.656 


29,843 


130, 499 


5 


5 


/ 


1,999,22^ 


ulFTEO PI 


14 


11.962 


32,622 


10.232 


■42, 854 


0 


1 


I 


t, 741, 233 


HOS'ITAL ANO HOMtSUUNU PT 






64iU't 




hi. 

Oil llJ 


7 






713 .SA 


SOBIOIAL FOR EXCEPT lUNAL PROGRAMS 




I ii07 1299 


3,031,523 




4iOT5i 97:i 


2 


4 


5 




VOCATIONAL EDUCATION I 


16 


281). 5i4 


1,124,101 


131,037 


1.255. 138 


4 


5 


5 


2J,87t,683 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 11 


1/ 


526.343 


3,099,089 


431,206 


3,530,295 


5 


6 


7 


47,944 ,333 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION III 


u 


544.181 


2./36,552 


383,272 


3. 119, 824 


3 


4 


5 


66,613,412 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION IV 


19 


2b8il00 


1,249,152 


309,162 


1,558,314 


2 


2 


3 


53,523,965 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V 


20 


100.665 


730,036 


73,622 


803,708 


6 


6 


7 


11 ,351 ,297 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 


21 


93 .942 


313,037 


130»U6 


443,173 


2 


3 


4 


13,106 ,936 


SUBI3TAL m VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 




1.808,785 


9,252.017 


1, 458,435 


10,710,452 


3 


4 


5 


213,415,62) 


AOU.T bASK AND HIGH SCHOOL 


22 


222.381 


1,650,261 


519,365 


2,169,626 


6 


7 


lO 


22,763,576 


ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 


23 


20.196 


199.880 


12,544 


212, 424 


24 


27 


28 


747,999 


SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS 




242,577 


1,850.141 


531,909 


2,382, 050 


7 


8 


10 


23i50B,57j 


K - 3 BASIC 


2't 


4,830.264 


40.172,231 


6,638,i78 


46,810, o09 


10 


11 


13 


370 ,893 ,27j 


^ - 1 BASIC 


25 


3,889.025 


25,731,897 


6,888,407 


32*620,304 


4 


5 


0 


512, H7, 740 


10 - U BASIC 


26 


1.158.161 


4.119,199 


2,449,399 


6,568,596 


1 


2 


3 


20j, 287 , 243 


SUBT'JTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS 




9,877,450 


70,023.327 


15,976,184 


85,999,511 


6 


6 


8 


1,086,378,257 


TOTAL FOi- ALL FEFP PKJGRAMS 




13.036,111 


84.b^003 


19,010.978 


103,167,986 


5 


6 


7 


1,40b ,865 ,a3» 



THE THREE COLUMNS LABElEU 'COST AS A PERCENT OF FEFP ADJUSTED REVENUE* DISPLAY FOR EAtH PR3GRAM THE TOTAL DIRECT, THE TOTAL SCHOOL 
AND THE TOTAL PROGRAM COSTS AS PERCENTAGES OF THE FEFP AOJUSTEO REVENUE 




ERIC 

SUHHARY TOTAL ' SUMMARY TOTAL 



jUM^AKY TL TiL 
fIL: NO. OS.OMVi 



rLO'(I )i Dl-'fWlMNT Of tWiillJ J 



SUMNAKy TUTtL 



P R G K A M N A ,i 5 AND N 



EDuCAtLt MENTALLV ^^U^.)tD 
FiiAINAdLE MENIALLY <yl\Hm 
I^HYiliALLY HANOICAPPcU 

Physical and occuPAikmL mrapy pi 

jPEKH and hearing IH£^APY PI 
OEAI-' 

visjally manoicappel pi 

VISJALLY HANDICAPPED 
EHOIIONALLY OISTURBEd PI 
EMOIIONALLY PlSMdcD 
SOCIALLY MALADJUSTED 
SPECIFIC LEARNING UlSABIUTY Pf 
SPECIFIC LEARNING OKAiiiUTY 
GIFIEli PI 

riOS'ITAL AND HOHEdOllNiJ PI 
SUBIDUL NK FXCfPlIil^iL PROGRAMS 



i • 


L • 1 1 ^ I r * 








9tNtrl 1 i) 


31 


L J lOoS 1 JOO 


i ICiiil 1 -/'J 


01 


Of cl / fOJi 




OJ 






In 




L U . k ■^ 

to 1 P3 > 








Oo 




3't7iO'tO 


Of 


774, 82i 




di 




35.560 


OS 


3illB,lJ9 


501,219 


10 






11 






li 


lj,6l6,liiy 


2ihO,011 


IJ 




'•7,823 






7i)3ta2 


13 


(!(il;iii)o7 


3h6,6*b 






U,5 73,y5i 



PUkCHAScu 
SE^VICtS 

Ml] 
111,052 
H7.';U 

25,b20 
<*,308 
tli 
I3,&3i 
l't9,05't 
16, 719 

B,087 
3*.i0. 
70,2fo 



f^MfklALi 

t, illKPLlPj 

J-! 
15^,821 
53, db^ 
7,^73 
95,530 
i2,55d 
5,473 
1,52b 
33,4di 
110,106 
116,729 
250,863 
52,142 
118,783 
20„'-r? 



342.769 1,812,720 









ill in AV 
UU 1 LA 1 






82,864 


05, 574 


27,2o2 


35,254 


5,523 


1.203 


69,157 


26,461 


13,471 




7,061 


12,270 


2,533 


1,126 


30,697 


13,720 


51,899 


55,879 


25,166 


39,323 


117,955 


59,817 


13,195 


14,700 


36,751 


47,489 


42, 732 


7,306 


776,438 


626,7o2 



TOTAL OIRtCI 
COSTS 

25,23) ,55;) 
7,577 ,402 
3iJ92.597 
h58 ,439 
8,988,284 
2,o71i925 
922 >Dl7 
274,996 
3,733 ,ii59 
5,3D3i447 
'3,435, oiju 
15,228,994 
3 ,344 ,105 
0,283,621 
2,304,087 

9} ,363 ,568 



VOCATIONAL EDUtAIIiJN I 16 

VOCATIONAL tOUCATIJN II 17 

VOCATIONAL EOUCATI'JN III .. 18 

VOCATIONAL EOUCAIIuN IV 19 

VOCATIONAL cOUCAMON V 2J 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 21 

SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 



7,GH7,807 
i8,<!21,B30 
28,823.282 
27,690 ,539 
9,744,946 
0,009,686 



1.100,414 
2,766,199 
4,377,o70 
4,2o7,625 
1.494,043 
1.214,375 



307,921 
464.164 
447,171 
275,843 
164,344 
179. 940 



872.7o7 
1,486,256 
l,580,o77 
l,2o5,044 
314,661 
261, 860 



89,252 
3 5 4 , 843 
418,727 
433,336 
131,791 
113,225 



1,261,711 
2,377,571 
2,418,959 
1.2h0,760 
520,741 
252.822 



10,719,872 
25 ,673,863 
38,066,486 
33,179,147 
12,373,526 
13,033,914 



99,584;090 15,220,326 1,839,383 5,781,271 1, 543,174 8,072,564 132,043,808 



ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 22 
ADULT CoHHUNlIY SEKVICE 23 

SUblOIAL FuP AOULI PROGRAMS 



1 1 ,435 ,832 
1.56l,02d 



l,o80,2&8 
212,077 



12,996,a63 1 ,89^:, 345 



89,836 
10,179 

106,017 



669,664 
55, 720 

725,384 



516,030 
230,380 

740,416 



390,670 
32,176 



14,782 ,J08 
2,107,563 



422,846 16,889,863 



■< - i BASIL 
4 - ■; BASIC 
10 - 12 BASIC 

SuerOIAl FOR basic PnOilRAWS 



24 237,214,002 

25 35o,80o,276 
20 138.873 .476 



37,000,237 
54,941,543 
21 ,139, 395 



1,036, 765 
1,066,400 
1,022,951 



10,528,337 
13,543, 147 
6,056,880 



2,509,014 
3,704,432 
1,207,859 



3,110,279 
4,338,915 
2,798,057 



291,404,63'; 
435,003,77^ 
171,JVi><6l8 



73^,893 ,754 113,087, 175 3.726, 182 30, 126,364 7,421,305 10,247,251 897,50t,03l 



TOTAL FUR ALL FCFP FKQoRAHS 



920,205,028 Ui, 773. 801 0,514,351 36.447,739 10,487,333 19,369,423 l,l34,793,27i 



16 



SUH1APY TOTAL 



S;JH«AKY TUIAL 



[HV)-h PkOGkAM COSrvREPORT 
;;tN['{AL iJPF-'.Ari^'.;) i^u iPEUlL kc<^i<Ut ICU'URACTtD PRJbPAMI i-UWS tXPENJimtS 

I'A^uiV TOTALS 



SUfHAkV TOTAL 
PAGE 08 

iiniih 



t' it [1 it A M ^J 1 L AND N 



-\)^:MU MIMALLV KfTA^)fD 

fiiAl MdlE MENTALLr PtTA<ll[D 

['WJCAUY riANilICAr'PEi) 

mW.ii m ilCCUPATIo'JAL TH[Kin N 

iPtiC'l iNii hfAriINu iHtKApy PI 

UtAt^ 

IALLV HA'lDILAPPEiJ ^'1 
■ iALLY HA^DiL/iPPEC 
iilNALl ( niSIURiilJ .1 
..Mii lilNAIir dlSlUKtilo 
■jUCIALir hAliOJUiliiiJ 
jPFJUi. LUKNli^G UlSAtilLlir PI 
SPfCIHC IM!<NI\G OlSAt^lLlTY 

HnS'MiAi. ASi; HUMf niJDND PT 

jUillu'AL KR fcXur'Ili.INU PKiJGRAMi 



; .^iONAL tOUCAIluii I 

V ,TIONAL EOUUTIjN II 

> JIIJNAL EOUCAllJN III 

■rJCATIONAL EOUCATiUN IV 

\/OCATIONAL EOUCAMDN V 

i/OCATIQNAL fcOUC-.l'JN \/l 

SUiMTAL FHR VQLAIIiiMAL PHIlG'^AMS 



AOULl BASIC ANO Hlbh 5i.iOCiL 
ADULT CdHHUNITY SEaVUE 

iUBTOTAL f'JP AoULT PiJUGi^AHS 



< - i r-ASlC 

U - ii- I'ASIC 

SURI'liAL HJK BASIC PR3GKAMS 



TjTu f^iK All FEJ-P PROGRAMS 



31 

JJ 
0!) 

10 

11 
u 



1/ 

IB 
19 

21 



n 



SLmOCL 
INDIKFCT 

i.osrs 

3 iiili),9J'J 
l,i79,/l. 

165,1101 
(iiTtOil't'. 

i.vJj.Jli 

btt)6f ,912 

.!,d'.J,3l2 
1'/J,16'« 

i/,Jlj,60? 



5,923,49/ 
b,^2u,'(12 
.'2,j75,1!>9 
23,^5,265 

6 ,1 07 ,776 



b,550,H6 
li70,6'.9 



24 165,Jt8,28<: 
23 279 ,222 ,637 
26 104,o0d,03i 



^jfAL SCHODL 


HhTKlCT 


CllSTS 


iNLUtCT 




casis 


j/,332,4S) 


i, 497,32!) 


11,396,;!;/ 


1,586,33d 


■♦I J/, ill 


630, Oyj 


()/'«r2'tJ 


98,9' 


ii,/i)a,'t2ti 


1.679,4 




ill," 


i,lvt,393 


^11,. - 


jo9,j'tJ 


52,5/5 


5,133,872 


791,343 


7,5i)7f0/3 


1,131,754 




862,363 


22,393,936 


3, 142,202 


4, 877, 462 


703,691 


9,131,931 


1,290,806 


2,997,251 


425,239 


127,3J7,l7j 


18,614,786 



16,043(369 
4J,897,275 
60,441,645 
58,624,412 
13 , 2 34 , 7 4 0 
16,141,690 



2,081,451 
5,361,/ll 
/, 928, 28t 
7, 763, 167 
2,273, 979 
2, 162, 486 



TOTAL PRU3RAH 
COSTS 



•,2,830, 280 
12,682, 643 
4,902, 346 
723, 233 

13, 387^ 882 
,15B 35e 
,4(1^)1 7C.- 
4a, '-1 J 
5,925.215 
8,638, 827 
6,252, 865 
^5,236, 108 
5,581,153 
10,422, 737 
3,422, 490 

145,99 1, 961 



18,724,820 
40,258, 986 
68,369, 929 
66,384, 579 
^0,508,719 
18,304, 176 



78,942,323 210,983,131 27,568,078 238^551,209 



21,332,754 
2,978,209 



4, 744,943 
802, 5ol 



h5u,75<:,916 
/14, 223, 416 
275,706,649 



52>460,506 
79,539,546 
30,647,550 



26, 077, 697 
3, 780, 770 



7 ,421 ,095 24,310 .963 5, 5h7, 504 ^9,858, 467 



509,213,422 
793,762,962 
306,354, 199 



549ii7B,930 1,446,682,981 162, 647,602 1,609,330, 583 



672 ,555,975 l,dfl9,J54,i50 214, 377,970 2»023i 732, 220 



COST AS A PERCENT OF 
FEFP ADJUSTED REVENUE 

TOTAL* TOTAL* TOTAL 
yiRECT*SCH00L*PR06RAM 



73 

75 
77 
93 

53 

|| 

Idt 
53 
/6 
78 
52 
86 
56 
93 



107 
U,0 
106 
127 

;3'y 
119 
140 

73 
108 
122 

70 
125 

84 
100 



123 

126 

U 

•1 

•) 

140 
160 

84 
124 
141 

80 
143 

96 



FEE? 

AilJUSTEO 
KEVEflUE 

34,731,242 
10,368, 18) 
4.,')<:3,45j 
493 ,97' 
h.:J67,3, 

3, j3'»rlJ/ 
1,004,0(13 

263,783 
7,074,224 
6,967 ,256 

4, t23i48tl 
31,491,53/ 

3 ,892 ,DoB 
13,813, 7>tf 
3,00b)02J 





92 


105 




43 


60 


75 


23,381 ,o3l 


52 


83 


94 


Hi, 39), 132 


55 


Bd 


99 


6J,Jtij,39l 


64 


106 


123 


i'j,ili,493 


134 


153 


172 


11,93. ,H4a 


72 


115 


i31 


li, 333, 194 


59 


94 


lOu 


22h,49>,4o2 


63 


91 


111 


^:J,3j3,35i 


103 


145 


lUt 


2,ut9,303 


66 


95 


Hi 


25, oh, 859 


79 


123 


137 


3/3,893,2/3 


35 
80 


139 


155 


513,29^,397 


129 


143 


21t,44),233 


82 


132 


14a 


1 ,098 ,1)25,875 


76 


122 


ih 


1 , 48/, 195, 387 
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FEFP ADJUSTED REVENUE REPORT 



This report displays an amount for each program which reprsents the 
FEFP dollars earned. With this amount a comparison can be made with 
the total school costs to determine compliance with the crit in 
Section 237.34(3)(a) , F.S. The FEFP adjusted -venue amount intiudps 
all non-categorical FEFP funds ami equired local ef fort dol lars . 
This report is only available for the general (operating) fund. 

The unweighted FTE and prorated adjustments are those which were current 
on May 25, 1976. Thus the estimated June, 1976 FTE count is reflected 
in all calculations, not the June actual. Minimum guarantee, prorated 
adjustment, and prior year adjustment are prorated to schools and pro- 
grams based upon unweighted FTE. Because of the rounding of figures in 
printing, addition horizontally and vertically may be discrepant by a 
small amount. 

Questions which can be answered with this report for the state, district, 
and i^ohools: 

What was the unweighted FTE for any FEFP program or group of 
FEFP programs? 

What was the weighted FTE for any FEFP program or group of 
FEFP programs? 

What was the ineligible weighted FTE for any FEFP program or 
group of FEFP programs? 

What was the FEFP revenue for any FEFP prograri or group of 
FEFP programs? 

Wlxat was the FEFP adjusted revenue for any FEFP program or 
group of FEFP programs? 

What was the FEFP adjusted revenue per unweighted FTE for 
anij FEFf program or group of FEFP programs? 

The state level report which follows and its page number are: 

1975-76 FEFP Adjusted Revenue Report 10 
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SUMAKY TOrALS 
FILE NO. 05,li2 



FLORIDA OhPAr H:M\ oF mU'' .j 
^Hli-ltt FEFP L ju/ff ^amt ^EPJPl 
GROUP SUMMARy I3TALS 



SUHMAW TOTALS 
PAGE 10 
1^/16/76 



P R 0 G R A H NAME AND N U 



cWCifliE MENTALLY kET&RDED 
TRAINABLE HENTALLY RETARDED 
PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED 
PHYSICAL A^O OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY 
SPEECH AND HEARING THEkAPY PT 
OEAF ' ^ 

VISUALLY HANDICAPPED PT 
VISJALLY HANDICAPPED 
EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED PT 
EMOTIONALLY OISTURBEJ 
SOCIALLY MALADJUSTED 
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 
GIFTED PT , i 

HOSPITAL AND tCHEBOUNO PT 

SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROOkAHS 



* FULL-TlHt 

UN.)tlGHTEO 





RFPCRIEO 


01 


20,799.9t) 


0^ 




03 


[,'>ltiM 


PT 0<( 


Ul.OO 


05 


^•303.77 


Co 


1,120.62 


07 


134.06 


08 


98.79 


oy 


1,316.16 


10 


2,768.70 


u 


2, 587.50 


12 


u,27*.*5 


13 


2,263.53 


h 


3,075.59 


13 


270.2/ 



EUJIVALENT STUDENTS » 
yEIGHIEO INELIGIBLE 
REPORTED WEIGHTED 



^7,839.95 
13,683. 72 

5,342.68 
660.00 
23,037.70 

i^MiM 

1,3'»0.60 
345.76 

9,871,20 
10,244.19 

3,951.39 
47,358.37 

5i20&.23 
15,226.77 

4.054.05 



232.56 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

266.62 
0.00 
0.00 
0.00 

311.87 

670.57 
64.70 
5,076.81 
18.02 

701.25 
• 0.00 



FEFP 
REVENUE 



35,08<«,bi2 

10,146, 67d 
4,050,146 
492,588 

16i906,333 
3,352i654 
1,006,311 
263, 690 
7.095,958 
7,011,918 
4,469, 336 

31(606,813 
3,931,349 

10,904,589 
3,010,594 



♦ ADJUSTMENTS * 
PRORATED PRIOR YEAR 



318,222- 
70 , 2 02- 
24,027- 

1.712- 
35f554- 
17,444- 

2i095- 

1,575- 
2C,,315- 
43,012- 
40,943- 
98,562- 
35,686- 
79.472- 

4.1o5- 



35,147- 
8,287- 
2.666- 
99 

3,402- 
1,104- 
151- 
335- 
1.419- 
1.648- 
4,905- 
14.644- 
2,995- 
6,359- 
409- 



FEFP 
ADJUSTED 
REVENUE 

34,731 ,242 

10,068,U9 
4.323 ,453 
490 ,975 
•16. 86 7,37/ 
3.334 ,107 
l,004,0o5 
263,730 
7,074,224 
6,967.258 
4,423.488 

31,493,587 
3.892.6^8 

10,818,758 
3.006.023 



FEFP i 
PER 
UN.FTt 

1,673 
2,237 
2,636 
4,423 
7,322 
2,975 
7,490 
2,670 
>,3?5 
2.516 
1.713 
5.019 
1,723 
2,132 
U.U2 



51,212.23 194,351.11 7,542.40 139,335,569 793,006- 83,372- 138,459,1*1 2,704 



VOCATIONAL EDUCATION I lo 7.923.18 33,752.75 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION II 1 "'J ''MWW 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION HI 18 43,084.21 93,923. 8 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION IV 19 45,016.94 |6,078.63 

V0CATI0(NAL EDUCATION V 20 U. 871.09 o»4l9.53 

NATIONAL EDUCATION VI 21 16,900.06 19.773.07 

o SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 150,109.85 306,977.49 



3.26 
0,00 
0.00 
213.07 
367.83 
458.07 



25,228,414 
49,532,367 
69,602,277 
56.062, 504 
12. 136, 509 
14,296,910 



124,788- 
392,066- 
668,108- 
692.569- 
184.026- 
260,507- 



21 ,996- 
50.199- 
70.778- 
70.438- 
21 ,233- 
28,010- 



25,081,631 
49,093,132 
69,063,391 
35,319.4)6 
11 ,932,448 
14,008,394 



3.166 
1,939 
1,603 
1,229 
1,005 
629 



1,042.23 227,080,980 2,322,865- 262,653- 224,495,462 1.496 



adult basic and high school 
adulT community service 

SUBTOTAL hOii ADULT PKOGRAHS 



22 
23 



26,010.53 
4,227.55 



33,293.46 1,336.69 
2,853.60 4.52 



24,032,419 
2.124,760 



409,179- 
66,580- 



30,233.08 36,147.07 1.34'l.21 26,157, 178 475.759- 



57,661- 23.565,559 906 
8,860- 2.049.333 465 

66.561- 25,614,859 847 



\ - J HAilC 
♦ - 'i dASiC 
10 - 12 BASIC 

jUBTjFAL for dASIC PROGRAMS 



24 414.087.37 510,983,61 0.00 
23 710,721.01 710,721.01 0.00 
26 238,b7<,.80 295,542.26, 0.00 



377,993,291 6,375,155- 724,861- 
525,448, 559 10,951,228- 1,204.935- 
219,021,967 4.148,444 - 433,339- 



370,893,275 896 
513.292,397 722 
214,440,233 798 



l,J9j,483.18 1.517,247.10 0.00 1. 122.463.837 21,474,828- 2.363,135- 1 ,098,625 ,d73 7B8 



TOTAL Fuk ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 



1,623,043.36 2,054,722.77 9,925.84 1, 515:, 037^565 25,066,458- 2,775,721- 1,487,195,387 
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my- 

JNkEIOHTEO REPORTED FTE AND PRORATED ADJUSTMENTS ARE THOSE HHICH HERE CJRRENT ON MAY 25, 1976 

vlIMMUH GUARANTEE. PRORATED ADJUSTMENT, AND PRIOR YEAR ADJUSTMENT ARE P^ORATkl. TJ SCHOOLS AND PROGRAMS BASED UPON uNHElGHTEJ FTE 
BECAUSE OF THE ROUNDING OF FIGURES IN PRINTING. ADDITION HORUONALLY AND VERTICALLY HAY BE DISCREPANT BY A SMALL AMOUNT 22 

ERjC ^y TOTALS ^^^'^'^ 



STAFF AND SALARY ANALYSIS REPORT 



This report displays staffing ratios, approximate average salaries, and 
salaries per PTE for the combined general (operating) and special rev- 
enue (contrac;tj!fd program) funds only. 

The staff units utilized in this report are those used in cost account- 
ing for direct cost proration and indirect cost attribution purposes. 
They represent full-time equivalent teachers only. However, the salary 
amounts utilized in this report represent all direct salaries which in- 
clude teachers, substitute teachers, and classroom paraprofessionals. 
Therefore the salary per staff unit amount will be greater than the 
average teacher salary. 

Questions which can be answered with this report for the etate, districts^ 
and schools: 

What was the unweighted FTE for any FEFP program or group of 
FEFP programs? 

What was the amount of full-time equivalent staff units for 
each FEFP program or croup of FEFP programs? 

What was t\e staffing ratiOj that isy unweighted FTE divided 
by staff units y for any FEFP program or group of FEFP programs? 

How much was expended for salaries for the combined general 
(operating) and special revenue (contracted program) funds 
for any FEFP program or group of FEFP programs? 

What amount of combined salaries was expended per staff unit 
(approximate average salary) for any FEFP program or group of 
FEFP programs? 

What amount of combined salaries was expended per unweighted 
FTE for any FEFP program or group of FEFP programs? 

The state level report which follows and its page number are: 

1975-76 Program Cost Staff and Salary Analysis Report 12 
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SUMIARy >1)IALS 
File NO. 0S.13i 



fmm OEPARIHENT OF EDUCATION 
19T5-76 PROGRAM COST STAFF AND SALARY ANALYSIS REPORT 
GROyP SUMMARY TOTALS 



SUHHARY TOTALS 

PAGE n 

12/IT/76 



P R 0 G R A " NAME AND NO 



eOUCAftLE HEnTALLV RtTARDEO -01 

TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 02 

PHYSlCklY HANDICAPPED 03 
PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT 0^ 

SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 05 

DEAF 06 

I/ISUALLY HANDICAPPED PT 0? 

VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 08 

EMOTIONALLY OlSTUftBEO PT 09 

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 10 

SOCIALLY MALAOJUSTEU 11 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT U 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 13 
GIFTED PT 

HOSPITAL AND HOMEBOUNO PT l5 
SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS 



/OCATIGNAL EOUCAT 
VOCATIONAL EOUCAT 
VOCATIONAL EDUCAT 
VOCATIONAL EDUCAT 
VOCATIONAL EOUCAT 
VOCATIONAL EOUCAT 



ON I 

ON 11 

ON III 

ON IV 

;0N V 

ON VI 



SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 



ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 
ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 

SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS 



< - J BASIC 
♦ - 9 BASIC 
10 - 12 BASIC 

SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PRJiKAHS 



TOTAL FOR ALL FEfP PROGRAMS 



16 

n 

IB 

19 
20 
21 



22 
23 



26 



UNHcIGHTEU 
FTE 



«:0, 799.98 
4i56l.24 
U52b,<ti 

111.00 
2f303.77 
1 1120.62 

134.06 
98.79 
If3l6.16 
2»768.70 
2i587.96 
6,274.45 
2,263.SB 
5.075.59 

270.27 



STAFF 
JNII5 



lidaci.OJ 
565. 9S 
213.93 
28. ?2 
708. >J6 
192.71 
67.11 
21.32 
310.51 
413.28 
239.81 

1*252.02 
257 .11 
449.43 
198.35 



UN.FTE PER 
STAFF UNIT 



11.03 
8.0b 
7.14 
3.92 
3-25 
5.d2 
2.00 
4.63 
4.24 
6.75 

10.79 
5.01 
8.80 

11.29 
1,36 



GENERAL ANU 
SPECIAL UV. 
FIWOS SAURIES 

<^Qt6Q9| 766 
6.217. 601 
2.472. m 
307,972 
7.651.284 

2.206, os; 

774,623 
233,832 
3,118. 109 
4.243,251 
2,809,444 
13.616,659 
2.608, 158 
5.268,179 
2.316, 667 



GEN. AND SPEC. 
REV. HUNOS SAL 
PER STAFF UNIT 



0,970 
0,966 
1.559 
0,875 
10,792 
1,448 
1.546 
0.968 
0,042 
0,342 
1,699 
0.876 
0,922 
1,722 
1.681 



Gtri. AND SPEC. 
REV. FUNDS SAL 
PER UN.FTE 

995 
1,363 
1,620 
2,775 
3.321 
1.969 
5,780 
2.367 
2,369 
1,533 
1,084 
2,170 
1,241 
1.036 
8.572 



51,212.25 


6.801.81 


7.53 


74,730,924 


10,987 


1,4?9 


7,923.18 


623.33 


L.71 


7,087. 807 


11,371 


895 


25,314.37 


1,604.48 


lt).7a 


18,221,630 


11,357 


720 


43,064.21 


2.534.52 


17.00 


28,823,282 


11,372 


669 


45,016.94 


2.529.54 


17.60 


27,696,539 


10,949 


615 


11,871*09 


764.34 


15.53 


9,744,946 


12,749 


821 


16,900.06 


662.43 


25.51 


6.009,666 


12,091 


474 


150,109.85 


8,718.64 


17.22 


99,584.090 


11.422 


663 


26.010.53 


1.372.89 


18.95 


11,435. 832 


8,330 


440 


4,227.55 


195.56 


21.62 


1.561. 028 


7,962 


369 


30.238.38 


1,568.','^ 


19.28 


1^,996. 860 


6,2 8o 


430 


4l4. 087.37 


20.511.53 


20.19 


237.214, 002 


11.565 


573 


710.721.01 


31,281.41 


22.72 


356.806.276 


11.406 


502 


268.674.80 


12,387.74 


21.69 


138.373.476 


11,211 


517 


1^93,483.18 


64.130.68 


21.71 


732.893.754 


11,419 


526 


1^25.043.36 


61,2b9.5B 


20.00 


920,205,626 


11.323 


55d 
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ERIC 

E-B^^RY TOTALS SUMHARY TOTALS 



PROGRAM COSTS EXPRESSED AS PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL PROGRAM COSTS 



This report displays for each FEFP program and group of FEFP programs 
the percentage which the expenditure for any cost element/total was 
of the total expenditure for that program. 

Questions which can be answered with this report for the state^ distriots, 
and schools: 

What percent of the total FEFP amount expended for any FEFP 
program or group of FEFP programs was expended for salaries? 
This question could be asked for any cost element/ total^ not 
just salaries. 

How nTuch more (or less) percentage-wise based on program 
totals was being expended in any FEFP program or group of 
FEFP programs for school indirect costs than for district 
-indirect costs? This question could be asked for any two 
cost elements / totals , not just indirect costs < 

How much more (or less) percentage-^wise based on program 
totals was expended for salaries in one FEFP program than 
for salaries in any other FEFP program? This question could 
be asked for any cost element/ totals not just salaries. In 
addition the percentage comparison could be made between any 
combination of FEFP programs and groups of FEFP programs. 
Furthermore the percentage comparison could be made between 
any combination of school, district, state, and group summary 
reports. 

The state level reports which follow and their respective page numbers 
are: 

1975-76 Program Costs Expressed as Percentages of Total 

Program Costs, General (Operating) Fund Expenditures 14 

1975-76 Program Costs Expressed as Percentages of Total 
Program Costs, Special Revenue (Contracted Program) 
Funds Expenditures 15 

1975-76 Program Costs Expressed as Percentages of Total 
Program Costs, General (Operating) and Special Revenue 
(Contracted Program) Funds Expenditures 16 
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mmi TOTAL 

FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATIUN PAGE 14 

1975-76 PROGRAH COST REPORT 
GENERAL (OPERATING) FUND EXPENDITURES 
mm COSTS EXPRESSED AS PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL PROGRAM COSTS 
GKOUP SUHHARY TOTALS 



P k J G K A "1 N A H E AND 


N 0 . 


SALARIES EfPLDYEE PURCHASE MATERIALS 


OTHER 


CAPITAL TOTAL 


SCHOOL 


TOTAL 


DISTRICT 


TOTAL 








BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES 


EXP. 


OUTLAY 


DIRECT INDIRECT SCHOOL INDIRECT PROGRAM 
















COST 


COSTS 


COSTS 


COSTS 


COSTS 


cbUL4DLt fltNIALLT KtlAKUtU 




4B.<»1 


7.32 


0.31 


1.65 


n 


0.43 


58.86 


28.49 


87.35 


12.65 


103. OD 


TJAlkiA^lC UluTaIiV LtTA^riLn 

IKAllNAoLC ntNuLLT KtlAKUtU 


\)l 


50.39 


7.89 


0.56 


1.21 


n /l7 
Uvb J 


0.36 


61.07 


26.92 


87.99 


12.01 


103.03 


rHTilLALLY HAi^lJllArHtU 




51.37 


B.12 


2.32 


1.00 




0.39 


63.72 


24,31 


38.03 


11.97 


109.00 


rniJlLAL ANU UlLUrAI illilAL IHcKAri 


D T t\L 

rl 0^ 


<»3.48 


6.42 


12.24 


0*49 


UiOi 


0.10 


£3. 75 


24.51 


88.25 

vv. *»J 


11.75 

4ft.*/ 


103.03 


COCZTki Ann UClJ tklT TuCllADV OT 

irttlH ANU HkARlNlj THtKAPY HI 


Q? 


J It 


B.i6 


0.35 


0«68 




0.15 


67.00 


20.49 


87.50 


12.50 


103.00 


DEAF 


06 


53.63 


6.4B 


0.30 


0J9 . 


0.45 


0.26 


63.90 


23.78 


87.68 


12.32 


103.00 


^ISJALLY HANDICAPPED PT 


07 


56.36 


8.24 


0.69 


0*40 


0,50 


O.OS 


66.25 


20.04 


86.28 


13.72 


103.00 


nSJilLY HANDICAPPED 


08 


5<».25 


8.13 


9.10 


0J8 


0.64 


0.26 


63.75 


24.07 


87.63 


12.17 


100.00 


cNUI lONALLi UliTuKDcO PI 


09 


52.99 


8.51 


0.19 


0.87 




0.22 


63.31 


23.90 


67.21 


U.79 


109.00 


EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 


10 


50. 12 


8.15 


1.70 


L17 
ft • A 1 


0.61 


0.54 


62.28 


25.1B 


87.46 


12.54 


103.00 


mlALLr MALADJUMED 


li 


44. 5S 


7.65 


0.27 


1.94 


ft LL 

0.44 


0.58 


60.43 


28.64 


89.06 


10.94 


103.03 


iPkCll-a LEARNING DISAdlLlTY PT 


12 


5h.H 


6.50 


Mi 


0.96 


0.45 


0.29 


64.i5 


23.37 


67.72 


12.26 


103.00 


SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 


13 


50.12 


7.97 


0.12 


0.94 


0.32 


0.23 


59.70 


27.94 


87.64 


12.36 


103.00 


■ilFTED PT 


h 


50.64 


7.53 


0.32 


1.13 


0.35 


0.41 


60.39 


27.26 


87.66 


12.34 


103.00 


nlloPIlAl ANu nUntoUUNU rl 


13 


08.56 


10.25 


1.83 


0.50 




0.09 


6^.50 


5.14 


67.63 


12.37 


103.03 


SUBlulAL FUk EXCcPiiUNAL FKUbKAM) 




31.74 


8.00 


Q.53 


1.19 


ft c ^ 

0.52 


0.3i 


62.32 




87.62 


12.38 


103.00 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION I 


lo 


40.06 




0.97 




0.51 


4.24 




Jb . b f 


88.84 


11.16 


100.00 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION II 


17 


41 hi) 


6.32 


i;.64 


2.93 


0.69 




54.06 


34.40 


68.46 


11.54 


100.00 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATIUN III 


16 


43.80 


6.65 


D.41 


2.20 


0.62 


1.30 


54.98 


33.46 


86.44 


11.56 


109.00 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATIUN IV 


19 


42.52 


6.55 


9.41 


liB4 


0.56 


0.83 


52.74 


35.77 


Oft C 1 

88.S1 


11.49 


109.00 


VUCATIONAL EDUCATIUN V 


20 


/ a AC 

48i 05 


7.34 


0.72 


1.51 


0.52 


1.44 


59.58 


29.25 


66.83 


11.17 


109.00 


i/nfATinMAi tnnfATifiM \i\ 

VUtAI lU>iAL CUUUAIiU^ Vi 


^1 
4i 


44.46 


6.74 


0.97 


1.38 


V .ou 


0.78 


54.95 


33.67 


B8.62 


11.38 


109.00 


SUBTUTAL FUK VUCATIONAL PROGRAMS 




43.17 


6.59 


0.^6 


2.30 


0.61 


1.4o 


54.69 


33.85 


83.54 


IU46 


109.00 


ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 


22 


44.64 


6.53 


0.29 


2.02 


l.bO 


0.87 


55.86 


26.47 


82.33 


17.67 


109.00 


ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 


l\ 


41.9^ 


5.69 


9.44 


1.33 


3.84 


0.89 


54.03 


23.83 


77.86 


22.14 


109.99 


lUBTUlAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS 




44.29 


6.43 


0.31 


1.93 


i.ei 


0.06 


55.62 


26.13 


81.75 


18.25 


100.00 


iC - J BASIC 


2t 


45.49 


7.02 


0.12 


1.B9 


0.45 


0.49 


55.38 


34.71 


90.09 


9.91 


109.00 


* - i BASIC 


25 




6.37 


9.1b 


1.61 


0.45 


0.49 


54.28 


3b.l7 


90.45 


9.S5 


109.09 


10 - U BASIC 


20 


4:).t)8 


6.95 


0.30 


1.95 


0.39 


0.81 


56.09 


34.51 


90.59 


9.41 


109.00 


jUBTUIAl Fu,^ BASIC IVJGRAHS 




45.18 


6.93 


9.18 


1.76 


0.44 


0.43 ' 


54.97 


35.40 


90.37 


9.o3 


109.00 


TUIAL ruS ALL hcFP ►'KdWAMS 




45.41 


0.96 


0.25 


1.78 


0.46 


0.59 


55.49 


34.34 


89.83 


10.17 


100.00 
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SUKNARr TOTAL 
PAGE 15 



P R 0 



GRAN 



MAKE A N 0 NO 



SALARIES EMPLOYEE PURCHASE HATERIALS 
BENEFITS SERHCES SUPPLIES 



EDUCABLE HENTALLY RETARDED 01 43. J5 

TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 02 2^.01 

PHYSICALLY HAMDlCAPPEO 03 31.36 

PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT 04 30.22 

SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 05 54.98 

OEAF 06 41,73 

VISJAILY HANDICAPPED PT 0/ 25,14 

VISJALLY HANDICAPPED 03 68.69 

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED PT 09 22.29 

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 10 18.42 

SOCIALLY MALADJUSTED U 10.44 

SPECIFIC LEARNING OISABILITY PT 12 4',.92 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 13 58.29 

GIFTED PT 14 26.61 

HOSPITAL AND HQMEBOUND PT 15 32.28 



SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PRQGRAHS 




31.93 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION I 


16 


6.81 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 11 


17 


11.68 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION III 


18 


7.91 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION IV 


19 


8.30 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V 


20 


34.37 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 


21 


14.64 


SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 




11.34 



7.82 
3.9V 
5.63 
5.23 
9.J7 
5.99 
4.52 

U.85 
3.9b 
3.08 
1.49 
7.67 

10.34 
4.03 
5.18 



2.00 
1.41 
1.22 

11.04 
l.Jl 
6,88 
3.01 
3.08 
3.33 
2.64 
0.28 
3.17 
1.23 
1.20 

11.27 



3.89 
2.26 
3.07 
8.04 
3.49 
5.66 
O.Ob 
0.16 
3.5B 
4.44 
1.32 
2.65 
0.64 
3.42 
4.22 



OTHER 
EXP. 



0.87 
0.30 
1.29 
2.90 
4.44 
0.32 
0.48 
0.21 
0.27 
0.35 
0.12 
1.47 
0.51 
0.77 
0.34 



CAPITAL TOTAL SCHOOL TOTAL DISTRICT TOTAL 
OUTLAY DIRECT INDIRECT SCHOOL INDIRECT PRUGRAH 
COST COSTS COSTS COSTS COSTS 



4.21 
3.49 
7.47 
1.03 
3.79 
10.59 
20.66 
0.29 
1.02 
4.05 
0.99 
2.33 
1.78 
12.18 
5.44 



62.14 
34.46 
50.04 
58.46 
77.38 
71.17 
50.87 
81.28 
34.45 
32.98 
14.65 
62.18 
72.98 
48.21 
58.72 



15.82 
43.52 
18.99 
1.26 
6.97 
16.97 
2.38 
3.01 
4.81 
36.65 
50.57 
16.67 
4.15 
27.91 
26.44 



77,96 
77.98 
69.04 
59.72 
84.35 
88.14 
53.25 
84.29 
39.26 
69.64 
65.22 
78.85 
77.13 
76.12 
85.16 



22.04 
22.02 
30.96 
40.iB 
15.65 
11.86 
46.75 
15. 7i 
60.74 
30.36 
34.78 
21.15 
22.87 
23.88 
14.84 



103.03 
103.00 
103.30 
103.09 
100.00 
103.00 
100.00 
100.00 
103.00 
103.03 
103.00 
103.00 
103.00 
103.03 
103.33 



5.46 


2.18 


2.94 


0.81 


3.88 


47.21 


27.17 


74. 3B 


25.62 


103.00 


1.19 


11.68 


5.60 


0.08 


41.45 


66.81 


22.75 


89.56 


10.44 


100.03 


1.86 


5.46 


6.65 


1.68 


45.54 


72.88 


14.91 


87.79 


12.21 


103.00 


1.31 


5.69 


4.56 


0.37 


50.44 


70.27 


17.44 


87.71 


12.29 


103.00 


1.39 


3.84 


4.53 


3.46 


45.06 


^3.60 


16.56 


80.16 


19.84 


100.00 


5.82 


2.88 


2.17 


3.59 


29.49 


78.31 


12.53 


90.84 


9.16 


103.00 


2.50 


1.39 


3.30 


2.01 


25.60 


49.44 


21.20 


70.64 


29.36 


103.00 


1.88 


5.22 


5.14 


1.53 


44.39 


69.50 


16.89 


86.38 


13.62 


lOO.OO 



ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 
ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 


n 


35.19 

30.69 


5.43 
4.22 


0,95 
0.21 


8.53 
3.88 


7.22 
43.90 


8.44 
1.69 


65.81 
84.59 


10.25 
9.51 


76.06 
94.09 


23.94 
5.91 


100.00 
103.00 


SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS 




34.79 


5.33 


0.69 


8.16 


10.49 


7.84 


67.49 


10.18 


77,67 


22.33 


103.00 


K - 3 BASIC 
4 - 9 BASIC 
10 - 12 BASIC 


25 
26 


57,36 
48.61 
29.48 


9.68 
8.17 
4.60 


0,99 
1.35 
1.84 


3.83 
4.05 
3.04 


0.94 
0.88 
0.57 


2.69 
3.91 
5.54 


75.50 
66.96 
45.08 


10.32 


85,82 
78.88 
62,71 


14.18 
21.12 
37.29 


103.00 
133.33 
103.00 


SUBTOTAL fOR BASIC PROGRAMS 




51.91 


8.72 


1.19 


3.85 


0.89 


3.37 


69.94 


11.49 


81,42 


18.56 


103.03 


TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 




46.52 


7.80 


1.64 


4.05 


1.17 


7.75 


66.94 


12.64 


81.57 


18.43 


103.33 



2!) 



imm TOTAL 



SUHHARY lOUL 



SUN^AnY TOTAL 
FILE Nj. 35.123 



l<:/l7/?6 FLORIDA DLPAhl-IENT OF EUUfAIID^ 

WHo PRuGRAH COST REP3RT 
r.FNERAL inPE<ATlNf.l AND SPECIAL REVENJS (CCNlRACTEO PROGRAH) FUN)i t xPc I TjRc b 
HR0GRA>1 COSTS EXPRcSitO AS PEkCENTAGES OF UTAL PROGRAM LISTS 
GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS 



SjyMW TOTAL 
PAliE 16 



P k 0 G R A H NAME AND N l 



SALARIES E'-PLJyEE PURCHASE MATEkIALS 
BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES 



cCUlAdLfc HENTALLV RETARDED 01 

TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 02 

PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPEn 03 
PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIOMAL THERAPY PT 0* 

SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 05 

DEAF Oo 

VISJALLY HANDICAPPED PT 07 

VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 08 

EHQIIONALLY OlSTURiEO PT 09 

EMOTIONALLY 0ISTUR8E0 lO 

SOCIALLY HAL&OJUSTEO , U 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 12 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISAdlLlTY 13 

3IFTEU PI It 

HOSPITAL AND HGHEBUUNO PT 15 

iUttlUTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS 



VOCATIONAL EDUCATUN I 
mATlONAL EDUCATION II 
VOCATIONAL cOuCATION III 
^ VOCATIONAL E0UCATI3N IV 
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V 
VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 

SUBTOTAL FOR VUCATIDNAL PPOGRAMS 



AOUJ BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 
AOULT C0M^(U\ITY SRVICE 

SUBTOTAL FuR AIjULT PROGRAMS 



K - 3 BASIC 
i • i BASIC 
10 - 12 BASIC 

SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS 



TOTAL fUK All ftFP PSJiRAHS 



40.31 
49.02 
50.4<t 
42.58 
57.15 
53.05 
55.12 
55.42 
52.1)2 
49.12 
44.87 
53.96 
50.32 
30.55 
(.7.70 



7.52 
7.69 
8.03 
6.71 

a. 19 

8.36 
8.09 
8.43 
8.46 
7.99 

b. 91 
8.43 
a.02 
7.31 
i0.13 



3. is 
3.t.3 
2.27 
12. lo 
0.j7 
3.62 
0.O6 
3.10 
0.23 
1.73 
3.27 
3.17 
3.1* 
3.33 



lUt) 
l.IO 
1.01 
D.71 
1.02 
J.i9 
3.J6 
0.90 
1.27 
1.87 

0.S3 
1.14 

0.59 





51.19 


l.ii 


3,3d 


1.24 


Lb 


jT.tiS 


■ 3.83 


1.64 


4.66 


17 


39.39 


5.98 


1.03 


3.21 


13 


42.16 


6.4J 


0.65 


2.31 


19 


41.72 


6.t3 


3.42 


1.91 


20 


47.52 


7.28 


3.80 


1.53 


21 


43.76 


6.63 


3.98 


1.43 




41.75 


6.33 


3.77 


2.42 


22 


4j.85 


6.44 


0.34 


2.57 


23 


41.29 


b.ol 


3.43 


1.47 




43.53 


6.34 


3.36 


2.'.3 


24 


<tb.53 


7.27 


3.20 


2.07 


25 


44.95 


6.92 


3.21 


1.71 


26 


4J.33 


6.90 


3.j3 


1.98 




45.54 


7.03 


3.23 


1.B7 




45.47 


7.31 


i.il 


1,90 



JTHtk 



d.bb 
0.65 
3.56 
0.76 
3.52 
3.4<» 
J. 50 
O.bO 
0.52 
0.60 
3.40 
0.47 
3.3j 
0.35 
1.25 



CA-'ITAL TOTAL SCHOOL TOTAL DISTRICT TOTAL 
JjlLiY DIRECT (^(DIRECT SCHOOL INDIRECT PROGRAM 
COST COSTS CJSTS COSTS COSTS 



0.53 
3.52 
0.72 
J.17 
O.^J 
0.76 
J.d7 
0.27 
0.23 
0.65 
0.63 
3.24 
3.26 
3.46 
C.21 



58.93 
59.75 
63.08 
63.39 
67.14 
64.25 
65.63 
65.18 
62.97 
61.36 
54.95 
64.31 
60.01 
60.34 
81.93 



26.24 
27.75 
24.06 
22.92 
20. 3^ 
23.45 
19.33 
22.36 
23.68 
25.54 
31.26 
23.24 
27.38 
27.28 
5.04 



87.16 
87.49 
87.15 
Ba.Jl 
87.46 
87.70 
84.97 
87.54 
8t).o4 
86.90 
86.21 
87.55 
87.39 
87.62 
87.58 



12.84 
12.51 
12.85 
13.69 
12.54 
12.30 
15.03 
12.46 
13.36 
13.10 
13.79 
12.45 
12,61 
12.38 
12.42 



103.03 
10].33 
103.03 
103. 33 
103.03 
103.03 
103.00 
103.00 
103.09 
103.00 
103.03 
103.03 
103.33 
103.03 
103.00 



0.53 


0.43 


61.90 


25.35 


87.25 


12.75 


133.33 


0.<»8 
0.77 
0.61 
0.65 
0.64 
0.63 


6.74 
5.U 
3.54 
1.87 
2.54 
1.3d 


57.25 
55.49 
55.68 
52.99 
60.32 
54.82 


31.63 
32.92 
32.73 
35.32 
28.59 
33.37 


BB.86 
8B.41 
68.40 
68.31 
88.91 
8B.19 


11.12 
11.59 
11.60 
11.69 
11.09 
11.61 


103.00 
103.03 
103.00 
103.00 
103.00 
103;t)0 


0.65 


3.38 


55.J5 


33.09 


88.44 


11.56 


103.03 


1.93 
6.09 


1.50 

0.85 


56.69 
55.74 


25.12 

23.03 


81.80 
78.77 


18.2U 
21.23 


103.00 
103.30 


2.30 


l.'>2 


56.57 


l<i.ib 


81.<>2 


18.38 


133.03 


0.49 
0.47 
0.39 


0.61 
0.55 
0.91 


57.23 
54.80 
55.85 


32.H7 
35.18 
34.15 


89.70 

AH. Hi 
90.00 


10.30 
10.02 
13.00 


103.03 
103.33 
103.33 


0.46 


0.64 


55.77 


34. i<: 


89.89 


10.11 


103.03 


0.52 


0.9(» 


56.17 


ii.ii 


89.41 


10.59 


103.00 
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ERIC v TOTAL 



SUMMARY TOTAL 



PROGRAM COSTS EXPRESSED AS PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 



This report displays for each cost element and total, the percentage which 
the expenditure for any FEFP program or group of FEFP programs was of the 
total expenditure for that cost el ement/ total . 

Questions which can be answered with this report for the state^ districts^ 
and schools: 

What percent of the total amount expended for any cost element/ 
total was expended for the educable mentally retarded program? 
This question could be asked for any FEFP program or group of 
FEFP programs. 

How much more (or less) percentage-wise based on cost element/ 
total for the educable mentally retarded program than for the 
trainable mentally retarded program? This question could be 
asked for any FEFP program or group of FEFP programs. 

The state level reports which follow and their respective page numbers 
are: 

1975-76 Program Costs Expressed as Percentages of Total 
for all FEFP Programs, General (Operating) Fund 
Expenditures 18 

1975-76 Program Costs Expressed as Percentages of Total 
for all FEFP Programs, Special Revenue (Contracted 
Program) Funds Expenditures. 19 

1975-76 Program Costs Expressed as Percentages of Total 
for all FEFP Programs, General (Operating) and Special 
Revenue (Contracted Program) Funds Expenditures. 20 
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iUHIAHy T(iT4L imXM TOTAL 

MLe no. Oy.ii-» Wib/h HQSIDA OtPfiKf^tNT df EDUCATION PA6t 18 

1975-/6 PkOGRAH COST REPORT 
GENERAL (OPrRAllNGI FJNO FXPENQlMfS 
P.;j3nAM COSTS EaPRESSEO AS PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL FOP ALL FEFJ PhOI.RAHS 
GRUJP SUMMARY TOTALS 



•» 0 G R A M ^AHt A NO \ J . iALARlES ENPlOYEE PURCHASE MATERIALS DThER CAPITAL TOTAL SCHOOL TOTAL DISTRICT TOTAL 

BfcNEHTS SERVICES SUPPLIES EXP. OUTLAY DIRECT INDIRECT SCHOOL INDIRECT PROGRAM 

COSTS COSTS COSTS COSTS CUSTS 



eaiCABLf MENTALLY RETAKOED 


01 


Ui 


2.30 




2.02 


2.51 


1.57 


2.32 


i.ai 


2.13 


2, 72 


2.19 


TRAINABLE MENTALLY hETAROEO 




J.?0 


0.71 


1.39 


0.42 


0.87 


0.33 


C.69 


0.49 


0.61 


0,74 


0.63 


PHYSICALLY HANDICAP»'ED 


03 




0.2d 


2.25 


0.14 


0.26 


0.16 


0.28 


0.17 


0.24 


0.29 


3.24 


^'niilLftL ANl; UttUrAllUNAl iMcKArT 


r 1 Uh 












A ni 


ft ft/ 

0.04 


n ft 3 
0.03 


ii ft a 


ft fti 

0. 0<r 




SPEECH AND HEARING THfcHAPY PI 


Oj 


J.d7 


0.81 


0.97 




0.66 


0.17 


0.83 


0.41 


0.67 


0.65 


0.69 


jeaf 


06 




n in 
U.2!> 


ft ■ / 
0.<4 


^ AC 


0.19 


A ftrt 

0.09 


0.24 


0.14 


ft T i\ 

0.20 


0.25 


0.21 


VISJALLV HANDICAPPED PT 


0/ 


0.09 


O.Od 


0.19 


0.02 


0.07 


0.01 


0.08 


0.04 


0.07 


0.09 


0.O7 


VISJALLY HANOlCAPPEu 


Od 


0.02 


0.02 


J. 01 


0.00 


0.03 


0.01 


0.02 


0,01 


0.02 


0.02 


}.02 


EHOriUNALLY DliTURUED PT 


09 


0.i6 


0.37 


0.23 


0.15 


0.33 


o.ll 


0.35 


0.21 


0.30 


0.36 


0.30 










1 ft/ 

2.94 


ft Ifl 

0.29 


ft cc 


ft 

0.39 


0.49 


ft 21 

0.32 


ft i 1 

0.42 


0«54 


J. 44 


iOCULlf MALADJUSTED 


11 




0.31 


D.30 


0.31 


0.26 


0.28 


0.31 


0.24 


0.28 


0.31 


0.29 


SHcilFlC LcARNING IJISA&ILITY PT 


11 




1.3/ 


o.ss 


0.69 


1 1 n 

U19 


0-43 


1 in 

1.49 


ft 0 

0.88 


1.26 


li$6 


1.29 


iPcCIFIC ltllHNlN6 JISflblllTY 


li 






J. 13 


O.n 


0.19 


0«ll 


0.31 


0f23 


0.28 


0.34 


D.2d 






0,60 


O.Dd 


O./J 




0.39 


0.J7 


0.59 


0.43 


0.53 


0.66 


D.54 




b 


O.ib 


0.6 




0.03 


0.46 


0.03 


0.26 


0.03 


0.17 


0.21 


J. 17 


>UflrOIAL FOR EXlfcPlIO^AL PRI3GRAH$ 






(1.49 


13*6^ 


^.94 


e.oi 


4.U 


6.30 


5.44 


7.21 


. 8.99 


7.39 




10 




n .HI 


J.J? 


7 U 

CI 


n o(i 

U f 7? 








n Oft 






VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 11 


17 


2.04 


2.02 


5.63 


3.65 


3.19 


6.77 


2.17 


2.23 


2.19 


i.52 


2.22 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATIuN III 


id 


j,2B 


3.2* 


5.59 


4.20 


4.39 


7.43 


3.37 


3.31 


3.34 


3.86 


3.40 


VOCATimAL EOUCATIJN IV 


U 


J. 16 


3.13 


5.45 


3.49 


<t.09 


4.74 


3.21 


3.52 


3.33 


3.81 


3.38 


VUCATIuNAL EOUCATIjN V 


10 


1.09 


l.Olt 


2.93 


0.87 


1.11 


2.30 


1.10 


0.87 


1.01 


1.13 


1.03 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION Vl 


21 


0.91 


0.90 


3.61 


0.72 


1.15 


1.23 


0.92 


0.91 


0.92 


1.04 


0.93 


idflTUTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 




11. 


11.23 


26.56 


15.27 


14.87 


29.18 


11.69 


11.70 


11.69 


13.36 


Ll.db 


ADULT BASIC ANU HIGH SCHOOL 


U 


1.^2 


1.17 


1.4<« 


U41 


3.87 


1.83 


1.25 


0,96 


1.14 


2.16 


1.24 


40ULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 




O.ll 


0.13 


0.33 


0.14 


1.48 


0.^5 


0.18 


0.13 


0.16 


0.40 


0.19 


buRTJlAl fdk AUJLl KivMAMS 




1.40 


I.J2 


1.7b 


1.55 


5.35 


2.09 


1.43 


1.09 


1.30 


2.57 


l.'»3 


K - 3 bASa 




2^.12 


24.23 


11.86 


25.49 


22.30 


16.2/ 


i4.03 


24.34 


2<..15 


23. 0 


24.08 


t - ? bASK 


h 


39.09 


39.09 


25.<tb 


35.67 


36.84 


26.95 


38,77 


41.75 


39.91 


37.19 


39. 6 J 


lu - l<. eASK 




11). 70 


15. 


18.72 


17,09 


12.62 


21.40 


15.78 


15.69 


15. 7<. 


14. f3 


15.61 


lUdTOril fUK uAilL PkuGRA^'S 




JiM 


7tl.9o 


5b. 04 


78.25 


71.74 


64.62 


J6.58 


81.77 


79.80 


75.07 


79.32 


TOTAL FUh ALL FEFP HJ^>(Mi 




100.00 


100.00 


LOO. 00 


IJO.GO 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 


LOO.OO 


100. 00 


100. GO 



34 

ERIC 

'SBWWr TOTAL SUMMARY TOTAL 



SUMUKY TOTAL 
FILE NO. 05.124 
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SJMHAKT TOTAL 
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PROGRAH NAME AND NO 



SALARIES EMPLOYEE PURCHASE MATERIALS 
BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES 



EOUCABLE MENTALLy RETARDED 
TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 
PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED 
PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT 
SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 

vlsjALLY HANDICAPPED PT 
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 
EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED PT 
EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 
SOCIALLY MALADJUSTED 
SPECIFIC LEARNING OISABILITY PT 
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 
GIFTED PT 

HOSPITAL AND tCMEBOUNO PT 
SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS 



VOCAT 
VOCAT 
VOCAT 
^ VOCAT 
" VOCAT 
VOCAT 



ONAL 
ONAL 
ONAL 
ONAL 
ONAL 
ONAL 



I 

II 



EDUCATION 
EDUCATION . 
EDUCATION III 
EDUCATION IV 
EDUCATION V 
EDUCATION VI 



SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 



ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 
ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 

SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAHS 



K - 3 BASIC 
<t - 9 BASIC 
10 - 12 BASIC 

SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS 



01 
02 
03 
04 
05 
06 
07 
OS 
09 
10 
U 
12 
13 
14 
15 



.78 
L30 
O.IS 
0.03 
0.20 
0.18 
0.03 
0.05 
0.03 
U.10 
0.1& 
0.46 
0.16 
0.02 
0.05 



0.84 
0.31 
0.16 
0.93 
0.20 
0.15 
0.03 
0.05 
0.03 
0.10 
0.14 
0,47 
0.17 
0.02 
0.05 



1.02 
0.53 
9.16 
0.32 
0.13 
0.d2 
0.00 
0.00 
0.14 
3.43 
9.12 
0.92 
0.09 
0.03 
0.54 



0.80 
0.34 
0.17 
0.09 
0.15 
0.27 
0.00 
0.00 
0.06 
0.29 
0.24 
0.31 
0.03 
0.04 
0.08 



OTHER 
EXP. 



0,62 
0.16 
0.24 
0.12 
0.64 
0.05 
0.02 
0.01 
0,02 
0,08 
0.06 
0,60 
0,05 
0,03 
0,02 



CAPITAL TOTAL SCHOOL TOTAL DISTRICT TOTAL 
OUTLAY DIRECT INDIRECT SCHOOL INDIRECT PROGRAM 
- ■ COSTS COSTS 



3^ 



AL FOR ALL FEfP PROGRAMS 





2.71 


2.7b 


5.25 


2.67 


2,73 


n 


0.18 


0.19 


8.65 


1.68 


0,09 




0.86 


9.82 


11.37 


5.62 


4,90 


18 


0.51 


0.51 


10.48 


3.41 


0,94 


19 


0.27 


0.27 


0.77 


1.69 


4,47 


20 


0.58 


0.58 


1.36 


0.42 


2.39 


21 


0.14 


0.14 


9.36 


0.35 


0.73 




2.53 


2.50 


33.00 


13.16 


13,52 


22 


1.59 


1.46 


1.22 


4.45 


12,94 


23 


0.14 


0.11 


0.03 


9.20 


7,70 




1.73 


l.bB 


1.24 


4.65 


20.64 


24 


55.95 


56.30 


27.45 


42.94 


36,35 


25 


33.04 


33.10 


25.92 


31.59 


23.67 


26 


4.03 


3.76 


7.14 


4.79 


3.09 




93.03 


93.16 


69.51 


79.32 


63.11 




100.30 


io:.i)i} 


103.00 


100.00 


100.00 



0.45 

Ui 

Ui 
0.08 
0.27 
0.14 
0.03 
O.Ol 
0.14 
0.09 
0.14 
0.03 
0.07 
0.06 



6.50 
20.10 
19.67 
8. 78 
2.96 
1.42 

S9«44 



2.29 
0.04 

2.33 



15.76 
15.94 
4.55 

36.25 



ico.oo 



COSTS 


COSTS 


COSTS 


0.75 


1.05 


0.80 


0.31 


2.11 


0.59 


0.16 


D.33 


0.19 


0.04 


0.00 


0.03 


0.19 


0.09 


0.18 


0.20 


0.26 


0.21 


0.04 


0.01 


0.04 


0.04 


0.01 


0.03 


0.03 


0.03 


0.03 


0.13 


0.77 


0.23 


0.15 


2.90 


0.58 


0.43 


0.63 


0.46 


0«13 


0.04 


0.12 


0.03 


0.09 


0.04 


0.07 


0.16 


0.08 


2,71 


8.49 


3.60 



1. 00 
0,73 
0.37 

o.iii 

0.14 

oa3 

0.14 
0.03 
0.22 
0.44 
1.37 
0.54 
0.16 
0.05 
0.06 



9.84 
9.61 
9.22 
9.05 
9.17 
9.20 
3.05 
9.03 
9.07 
9.26 
9.73 
9.47 
9.13 
9.04 
9.08 



5.49 3.95 



1.18 


2.19 


1.34 


0.69 


1.22 


3.62 


4.04 


3.68 


2.27 


3.42 


3.06 


4.17 


3.25 


2.02 


3.02 


1.39 


1.98 


1.48 


1.63 


1.51 


0.89 


0.77 


0.87 


0.39 


9,78 


0.31 


0.72 


0.37 


0.68 


9.43 


10.47 


13.88 


10.99 


7.67 


19.38 


2.01 


1.71 


1.96 


2.73 


2.10 


0,25 


0.15 


0.24 


0.07 


9.21 


2,26 


1.86 


2.20 


2.80 


2.31 


49,69 


37.05 


47.73 


34.92 


45.3/ 


30.71 


29.83 


30.58 


36.23 


31.62 


4,16 


8.88 


4.89 


12.66 


6.37 


84,57 


75.77 


83.21 


84.04 


tfi.36 


lOO.OO 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 


109.03 



37 



ERIC 



SUMMARY TOTAL 



4 



SUNIAhY TOTAL 
File NO. 0S.U4 



12/17/76 f-LORtOA OEPARTHENT OF EDUCATION 

l<J7j-76 PROGRAM COST REPORT 
GENERAL iOPERATING) AND SPECIAL REVENUE ICONTRACTEO PROGRAM] FUNDS EXPENDITURES 
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PROGRAM NAME AND NO 



SALARIES EMPLOYEE PURCHASE MATERIALS 
BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES 



EDUCABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 

TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 

PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED 

PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT 

SPEECH AND HEARING THEAAPY PT 

OEAF 

VISUALLY HANDICAPPED PT 
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 
EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED PT 
EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 
SOCIALLY MALADJUSTED 
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 
GIFTED PT 

HOSPITAL AND HOMEBOUND PT 
SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS 



VOCAIiONAL EDUCATION I 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION II 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION til 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION IV 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 

SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 



ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 
ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 

SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS 



K - 3 BASIC 
* - 9 BASIC 
10 - 12 BASIC 

SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS 



TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 



01 
02 
03 
04 
OS 
06 
07 
08 
09 
10 
11 
12 
13 
U 
15 



2.25 
0.68 
0.27 
0.03 
0.83 
0.24 
0.0B 
0.03 
0.34 

Im 

0.30 
1.48 

0.31 
0.57 
0.25 



2.27 
0.69 
0.28 
0.03 
0.77 
0.25 
0^8 
0.03 
0.35 
0.49 
0.30 
1.51 
0,32 
0.55 
0.24 



2.27 
1.17 
U70 
1.35 
0.75 
0.39 
0.14 
0.01 
0.21 
2.29 
0.26 
0.67 
0.12 
0.53 
l.OB 



1.88 
0.42 
0.14 
0.02 
0.25 
0.11 
0.01 
0.00 
0.14 
0.29 
0.30 
0.65 
0.14 
0.31 
0,05 



OTHER 
EXP. 



2.29 
0.79 
0.26 
O.OS 
0.66 
0.18 
0.07 
0.02 
0.29 
0.49 
0.24 
1.12 
0.17 
0.35 
0.41 



CAPITAL TOTAL SCHOOL TOTAL DISTRICT TOTAL 
OUTLAY DIRECT INDIRECT SCHOOL INDIRECT PROGRAM 
COSTS COSTS COSTS COSTS COSTS 



1.11 
0.34 
0.18 
0.01 
0.14 
0.16 
0.06 
0.01 
0.07 
0.29 
0.20 
0.31 
0.08 
0.25 
0.04 



2.22 
0.67 
0,27 
0.04 
0.79 
0.24 
0.08 
0.02 
0.33 
0.47 
0.30 
1.43 
0.29 
0.55 
0.25 



1.80 
0.S2 
0.18 
0.02 
0.40 
0.15 
0.04 
0.01 
0.21 
0.33 
0.29 
0.87 
0.23 
0.42 
0.03 



2.06 
0.61 
0.24 
0.03 
0.65 
0.20 
0.07 
0.02 
0.28 
0.41 
0.30 
1.22 
0.27 
0.50 
0.17 



2.56 
0.74 
0.29 
0.05 
0.78 
0.24 
0.10 
0.02 
0.37 
0.53 
0.40 
1.47 
0.33 
0.60 
0.20 



2.12 
3.63 
3.24 
3.04 
3.66 
3.21 
3.07 
3.02 
3.29 
3.43 
3.31 
1.25 
3.2S 
3.52 
3.17 





8.12 


8*16 


12.94 


4.71 


7.40 


3.24 


7.95 


5.50 


7.04 


8.68 


7.21 


16 


0.77 


0.78 


4. 7 J 


2.27 


o.es 


6.51 


0.94 


0.8B 


0.92 


0.'^7 


0.93 


17 


1.98 


1.95 


7.13 


3.87 


3.36 


12.27 


2.26 


2.26 


2.26 


2.50 


2.29 


18 


3.13 


3.09 


6.86 


4.11 


3.99 


12.49 


3.35 


3.33 


3.34 


3. 70 


3.36 


19 


3.01 


3.01 


4.23 


3.29 


4.13 


6.41 


3.09 


3.49 


3.24 


j.62 


3.28 


20 


1.06 


1.05 


2.52 


0.82 


1.26 


2.69 


1.09 


0.87 


1.01 


1.06 


1.01 


21 


0.87 


0.36 


2.76 


0.68 


1.10 


1.31 


0.88 


0.91 


0.39 


1.01 


0.90 




10.82 


10,74 


28.24 


15.04 


14.71 


41.68 


11.62 


11.74 


U.66 


12.86 


11.79 


22 


1.24 


1.19 


1.38 


1.74 


4.92 


2.02 


1.30 


0.97 


1.18 


2.21 


1.29 


23 


0.17 


0.15 


3.25 


0.14 


2.20 


0.17 


0.19 


0.13 


0.16 


0.37 


3.19 




1.41 


1.33 


1.63 


1.89 


7.12 


2.18 


1.49 


I.IO 


1.34 


2.59 


1.4B 


24 


25.78 


Z6.10 


15.92 


27.38 


23.92 


16.06 


25.63 


24.59 


25.24 


24. '»7 


25.16 


25 


38.77 


38.75 


25.58 


35.22 


35.32 


22.40 


38.27 


41.52 


39.47 


37.10 


39.22 


26 


15.09 


14.91 


15.70 


15.75 


11.52 


14.45 


15.05 


15.55 


15.24 


14.30 


15.14 




79.64 


79.77 


57.20 


78.36 


70.76 


52.90 


78.95 


81.66 


79.96 


75.87 


79.52 




100.00 


100,00 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 


lOO.OO 


100.00 


100.00 


100.00 


103.00 



38 
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PROGRAM COSTS PER UNWEIGHTED FTE 



This report displays for each FEFP program and group of FEFP programs; ' 
and for each cost element/ total the expenditure amount divided by un- 
weighted FTE, 

Questions which can be answered with this report for the state ^ districts^ 
and schools: 

What is the cost per unweighted FTE for any FEFP program or 
group of FEFP progi>ams and for any cost element /total? 

How much more (or less) per unweighted FTE was being expended 
for any FEFP program and cost element /total than for any other 
FEFP program and cost element /total? This comparison could be 
made between any combination of FEFP programs and groups of 
FEFP programs. Furthermore the percentage comparison could 
be made between any combination of school^ district, state^ 
and group summary reports. 

The state level reports which follow and their respective page numbers 
are: 

1975-76 Program Costs per Unweighted FTE, General 
(Operating ) Fund Expenditures 22 

1975-76 Program Costs per Unweighted FTE, Special 
Revenue (Contracted Program) Funds Expenditures 23 

1975-76 Program Costs per Unweighted FTE, General 
(Operating) and Special Revenue (Contracted Program) 
Funds Expenditures, 24 



21 



40 



mmi TOTAL 

FILE NO. 0S.12S 
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GENERAL (OPERATING) FUND EXPENDITURES 
PROGRAM COSTS PER UNWEIGHTED FTE 
GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS 
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PROGRAM NAME AND NO 



SALARIES EMPLOYEE PURCHASE MATERIALS 
BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES 



EDUCABLt MENTALLY RETARDED 01 

TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 02 

PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED 03 
PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIONS THERAPY PT 04 

SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 05 

DEAF 06 

VISUALLY HANDICAPPED PT 07 

VISUALLY HANDICAPPED OS 

EHOTIONAILY OtSTURBEO PT 09 

EHOnONALLY DISTURBED 10 

SOCIALLY MALADJUSTED 11 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 12 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 13 

GIFTED PT U 

HOSPITAL AND HOMEBOUND PT 15 



977 
li331 
1,573 
2>6U. 
3,279 
1,893 
5,675 
2.129 
2,357 
1,5U 
•1,054 
2.135 
1.207 
1.036 
8,475 



1 



152 
208 
249 
414 
469 
299 
B29 
319 
379 
246 
163 
335 
192 
154 
,267 



1 

il\ 

20 
10 
69 
4 
9 

51 
6 
4 
3 
7 

226 



33 
32 
31 
30 
39 
28 
41 
15 
39 
35 
41 
38 
23 
23 
62 



OTHER 
EXP. 



11 

16 
37 
27 
16 
51 
25 
23 
18 
9 
18 
8 
7 

157 



CAPITAL TOTAL SCHOOL TOTAL DISTRICT TOTAL 
OUTLAY DIRECT INDIRECT SCHOOL INDIRECT PROGRAM 
COSTS COSTS COSTS COSTS COSTS 



9 
10 
12 
6 
9 
9 
5 

10 
10 
16 
12 



11 



1,951 
3,871 
3,843 
2.256 
6,670 
2,502 
2,816 
1,882 
it 285 
2,538 
1,437 
1,235 
10,199 



575 
711 
744 

1,488 

1,175 
840 

2,017 
945 

1,063 
761 
609 
922 
673 
558 
635 



1(763 
2.325 
2,696 
5,359 
5,016 
3,096 
8»687 
3,446 
3f880 
2i643 
1,894 
3,460 
2,110 
1.793 
10,834 



255 
317 
366 
713 
717 
435 

li381 
478 
569 
379 
233 
484 
298 
252 

1,529 



2,018 
2,642 
3,062 
6,073 
5,735 
3,530 

10,068 
3,924 
4,449 
3,021 
2,127 
3,944 
2,408 
2,045 

12,363 



SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS 




1,434 . 


222 


15 


33 


15 


9 


1,727 


701 


2,428 


343 


2.771 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 1 


16 


884 


137 


20 


lOl 


11 


94 


1,247 


712 


1.959 


246 


2.205 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION 11 


17 


704 


107 


U 


49 


12 


30 


912 


581 


li493 


195 


1.638 


VOCATIONAI EDUCATION HI 


18 


663 


101 


6 


33 


9 


20 


833 


507 


1,339 


175 


1.514 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION IV 


19 


612 


94 


6 


27 


8 


12 


759 


515 


1.275 


166 


1.440 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V 
^ VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 


20 


798 




12 


25 


9 


24 


989 


486 


1,475 


185 


1.660 


21 


470 




10 


15 


6 


8 


561 


356 


937 


120 


1.057 


SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 




655 


100 


9 


35 


9 


22 


830 


514 


1.344 


174 


li5le 


ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 


22 


410 


60 


3 


19 


14 


8 


513 


243 


757 


162 


919 


ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 


23 


354 


48 


4 


11 


32 


7 


456 


201 


657 


187 


844 


SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS 




402 


58 


■ 3 


IB 


16 


8 


505 


237 


743 


166 


909 


K - 3 BASIC 


it 


508 


78 


1 


21 


5 


4 


616 


368 


1,006 


111 


1.117 


4 - 9 BASIC 




480 


74 


2 


17 


5 


4 


581 


387 


969 


102 


1.071 


10 - 12 BASIC 


26 


510 


78 


3 


22 


4 


9 


626 


385 


1.011 


105 


1,116 


SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS 




494 


76 


2 


19 


5 


5 


601 


387 


988 


105 


1.093 


TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 




537 


B2 


3 


21 


6 


7 


456 


406 


1.062 


120 


1.182 



41 



12 



ERIC 

SUMMARY TOTAL SUMMARY TOTAL 



S""^*^^ SUKHARY TOTAL 

FILE NO. 05.125 WiVh flORlOA OEPARTHENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 23 

19r5-?6 PRQGRAH COST REPORT 
SPECIAL REVENUE (CONTRACTED PROGRAM) FUNDS EXPENDITURES 

PROGRAH COSTS PER UNi<£IGHTED FT£ 
GROUP SUHHARy TOTALS 

PROGRAM NAME A N B NO. SALARIES EMPLOYEE PURCHASE MATERIALS OTHER CAPITAL TOTAL SCHOOL TOTAL DISTRICT TOTAL 

BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES EXP. OUTLAY DIRECT iKcT SCHOOL INOIR CT P& 

COSTS COSTS COSTS COSTS COSTS 

EOUCABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 01 27 5 I 2 1 3 39 10 4q 14 a> 

TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 02 47 5 / 71 io 161 45 yal 

PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED M 76 14 7 i 18 122 46 \ki S J44 

PHY ICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT 04 295 51 10 79 28 0 71 12 83 393 476 

SP CH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 05 66 U 2 4 5 5 93 8 I 19 11 

? Sally ^NOicAPPED PT 85 ill l\ '\ \ \l Jj , 

I/ISJALIY HANDICAPPED 08 319 55 0 1 1 378 14 «> 3! 

EHOTIONAILY DISTURBED PT 09 25 4 4 4 0 38 S 43 67 iS 

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 10 40 7 6 10 1 9 71 79 isi 66 \\l 

SOCIALLY MALADJUSTED I 97 14 3 2 9 136 471 In 32i Mi 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 12 51 9 4 3 3 Tl 19 *90 *24 U 

SPEflFlUEARNING DISABILITY 13 66 If j 5 s'! It 115 

HOSPITAL AND HOMEBOUNO PT 15 3 9 7 64 138 5 2 4 67 722 32 5 1,047 1 82 1,229 

SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS 42 7 3 4 I 5 63 36 99 34 133 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION I 16 11 2 20 9 0 69 112 3fl 150 17 ut 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION II 17 17 3 8 10 2 65 104 21 25 7 143 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION III IB 6 1 4 3 39 53 13 9 ^jl 

M VOCATIONAL EDUCATION IV 19 3 0 0 2 1 16 23 6 29 7 S 

" VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V 20 25 4 2 2 3 21 56 9 65 7 71 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 21 5 I I 1 1 9 IB ? 26 11 37 

SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 9 i 4 4 i 34 53 i3 66 10 76 

ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 22 30 5 1 7 6 7 57 9 66 21 aJ 

AWLT COMMUNITY SERVICI 23 42 6 0 5 60 2 116 13 130 8 138 

SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS 31 5 I 7 9 7 60 9 70 20 9J 

^ ' 3 BASIC 24 65 11 I 4 1 3 85 12 97 16 113 

BASIC 25 22 4 1 2 0 2 31 5 u 10 46 

.10 - 12 BASIC 26 8 I 0 I 0 I 12 5 16 10 26 

SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS 32 5 1 2 1 2 44 7 51 12 62 

TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 3D 5 1 3 1 5 45 8 53 U 65 

43 



SUMURY TOTAL 



SUMMARY TOTAL 



mmi TOTAL 

FILE NO. 0».125 



UnHh FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF E0UC4TI0M 

1975-76 PROGRAM COST REPORT 
6E:NERAL (OPERATING) AND SPECIAL REVENUE (CONTKACTEO PROGRAH) FUNJS EXPENDITURES 
PROGRAM COSTS PER UNiiEIGHTED PTE 
GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS 



SUMMARy TOTAL 
PAGE 24 



PROGRAM N A 14 h AND NO 



SALARIES EMPLOTEE PURCHASE MATERIALS 
BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES 



EOUCABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 01 995 155 

TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 02 li363 2K 

PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED 03 1.620 257 

PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT 0* 2i775 M7 

05 3i32l 476 

06: 1 ,969 310 

07 5,780 m 

08 2 .367 360 

09 2,369 381 

10 1,5)3 249 

11 1,084 167 

12 2.170 34 

13 1.241 19 

14 1,038 154 

15 8,572 1,283 



SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PJ 
DEAF i 
VISUALLY HANOICAPPEO PT i 
VISUALLY HANOICAPPEO \ 
EMOTIONALLY OISTURBtD PT 
EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 
SOCIALLY MALADJUSTED 
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 
GIFTED PT 

HOSPITAL AND HOHEBOUND PT 
SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS 



VOCATIONAL EDUCATION I 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION II 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION III 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION IV 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 

SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 



ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 
ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 

SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS 



K - 1 BASIC 
4 - 9 BASIC 
10 • 12 BASIC 

SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS 



TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 



7 
17 
73 
792 
21 
23 
69 
4 
10 
54 
6 
7 
4 
7 

260 



35 
35 
35 
65 
41 
Jij 
41 

15 
41 
40 
45 
40 
23 
23 
75 



OTHER 
EXP. 



12 
18 
18 
50 
30 
16 
53 
26 
23 
19 
10 
19 
8 
7 

158 



CAPITAL TOTAL SCHOOL TOTAL DISTRICT TOTAL 
OUTLAY DIRECT INDIRECT SCHOOL INDIRECT PROGRAM 
COSTS COSTS COSTS COSTS COSTS 



10 
14 
23 
11 
11 
28 
92 
11 
10 
20 
15 
10 
6 
9 

27 





1,459 


226 


16 


35 


15 


12 


16 


895 


139 


39 


110 


11 


159 


IT 


120 


109 


18 


59 


14 


94 


18 


669 


102 


10 


37 


10 


56 


19 


615 


95 


6 


28 


10 


28 


20 


621 


126 


14 


27 


11 


44 


21 


474 


72 


11 


15 


7 


15 




663 


101 


12 


39 


10 


54 


22 


440 


65 


3 


26 


20 


15 


23 


369 


50 


4 


13 


54 


8 




430 


03 


4 


24 


25 


14 


24 


573 


89 


3 


25 


6 


8 


25 


502 


77 


2 


19 


5 


6 


26 


517 


79 


1* 


23 


4 


13 




526 


81 


3 


22 


5 


7 




566 


87 


4 


24 


6 


12 



1.213 

1) 661 
2,026 
4.130 
3.902 
2,384 
6.882 
2.784 

2) 63$ 
1,914 
1,326 
2,587 
1.480 
1,239 

10,375 



1.353 
1,014 
384 
781 
1,042 
594 



568 
499 

559 



704 
612 
637 

644 



700 



581 
771 
773 

1,494 

1,181 
870 

2,027 
955 

1,066 
797 
755 
935 
675 
560 
715 



1,795 
2,433 
2,799 
5,624 
5,082 
3,255 
8,9109 
3,739 
3,901 
2,711 
2,08) 
3,S21 
2,155 
1,799 
11,090 



264 
348 
413 
892 
724 
456 
1,576 
532 
601 
4 OS 
333 
501 
311 
254 
571 



1 



2,059 
2.781 
3,212 
6,516 
5,811 
3,711 

10,486 
4,271 
4.502 
3,120 
2.417 
4,022 
2,466 
2.054 

12,663 



723 


2.487 


363 


2.851 


748 


2.101 


263 


2.363 


601 


1.616 


III 


1.327 


519 


1,403 


184 


1,587 


521 


1,302 


172 


1,475 


494 


1.536 


192 


1,728 


361 


855 


128 


1,083 


526 


U406 


184 


1,589 


252 


820 


162 


1,003 


206 


704 


190 


894 


245 


804 


183 


987 


399 


1.103 


127 


1,230 


393 


1,005 


112 


1,117 


389 


1,026 


114 


1.140 


394 


1,038 


117 


1,155 


414 


1,113 


132 


1,245 



45 



46 



'?n TOTAL 



SUMMARY TOTAL 



PROGRAM COSTS PER WEIGHTED FTE 



This report displays for each FEFP program and group of FEFP programs 
and for each cost element/total the expenditure amount divided by 
weighted FTE. 

Questions which can he answered with this report for the state, districts^ 
and schools: 

What is the cost per weighted FTE for any FEFP program or group 
of FEFP programs and for any cost element /total? 

How much more (or less) per weighted FTE Was being expended for 
any FEFP program and cost element/total than for any other FEFP 
program and cost element/total? This comparison could be made 
between any combination of FEFP programs and groups of FEFP 
programs. Furthermore the percentage comparison could be made 
between any combination of school, district^ state, and group 
summary reports. 

The state level reports which follow and their respective page numbers 
are: 

1975-76 Program Costs per Weighted FTE, General 

(Operating) Fund Expenditure, 26 

1975-76 Program Costs per Weighted FTE, Special 
Revenue (Contracted Program) Funds Expenditures. 27 

1975-76 Program Costs per Weighted FTE, General 

(Operating) and Special Revenue (Contracted Program) 

Funds Expenditures. 28 



25 
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untnt 



fLORIOA DEPARTMENT OF EWCATION 
1975-76 PROGRAH COST REPORT 
GENERAL (OPERATING) FUND EXPENDITURES 
PROGRAH COSTS PER NEIGHTED PTE 
GROUP SUMMARY TOTALS 



SUHHARY TOTAL 
PAGE 25 



P R 0 0 R A H NAME AND NO 



SALARIES EMPLOYEE PURCHASE MATERIALS 
BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES 



EDJCA8LE MENTALLY RETARDED 01 425 66 3 I* 

TRAINABLE MENTALLY i^tlA^DED 02 M 69 5 11 

PHYSICALLY HANDICA^Pta OJ W 7i 20 9 

PHYSICAL 4NC OCCUPAHQNAL THERAPY PT 0^ 4*0 69 124 5 

SPEECH ANU HEARING THERAPY PT 05 32ft 47 2 4 

DEAF 06 471 75 3 7 

VISUALLY HANDICAPPED PT 07 5b7 83 7 4 

VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 08 608 91 I 4 

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED Pi 09 314 50 1 5 

EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 10 W9 67 14 10 

SOCIALLY MALADJUSTED U 458 ?l 2 18 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 12 2iJ5 45 f 5 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY U 525 83 I 10 

GIFTED Pr 14 345 51 2 8 

HOSPITAL AND HOMEBOUNO n li 565 84 15 4 



OTHER 
EXP. 



5 
6 
5 
6 
3 
4 
5 
7 
3 
5 
4 
2 
3 
2 

10 



CAPITAL TOTAL SCHOOL TOTAL DISTRICT TOTAL 
OUTLAY DIRECT INDIRECT SCHOOL INDIRECT PROGRAH 
, COSTS COSTS COSTS CJSTS COSTS 



516 
538 

645 
384 
564 
667 
715 
376 
509 
559 
338 
625 
412 
680 



250 
237 
213 
248 

lie 

,210 
202 
270 
142 
206 
265 
123 
293 
186 
42 



766 
775 
770 
893 
502 
774 
869 
985 
517 
714 
824 
461 
918 
598 
722 



CJSTS 

111 
106 
105 
119 

72 
109 
138 
136 

,76 
102 
101 

65 
129 

84 
102 



877 
881 
■ 875 
1.012 
574 

1,007 
1,121 
593 
817 
925, 
52d 
1,047 
632 
824 



SUBIOTAL FOR,, EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS 




378 


58 


4 


9 


4 


2 


455 


IB5 


O40 


90 


730 


\/OCATIONAL EDUCATION I 


14 


207 


32 


5 


24 


3 


22 


293 


167 


460 


58 


518 


\/OCAriONAL cOUCATION II 


1/ 


266 


40 


4 




4 


12 


346 


220 


566 


74 


o39 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION III 


18 


304 


4t) 


3 


15 


4 


9 


3a2 


232 


ol4 


80 


695 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION IV 


19 


362 


56 


i 


16 


5 


7 


449 


305 


754 


98 


852 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION ^ 


20 


570 


87 


8 


18 


6 


17 


706 


347 


1,053 


132 


1,186 


VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 


21 


402 


61 


9 


13 


5 


7 


496 


304 


801 


103 


903 


SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 




320 


49 


4 


17 


4 


U 


406 


251 


657 


35 


742 


ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 


22 


321 


47 


2 


15 


U 


6 


401 


190 


591 


127 


718 


ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 


23 


524 


71 


6 


L7 


48 


10 


676 


298 


974 


277 


1,253 


SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PkOGRAHS 




337 


49 


I 


15 


14 


7 


423 


199 


621 


139 


760 


K - 3 BASIC 


24 


412 


64 


1 


17 


4 


4 


501 


314 


815 


90 


905 


4 - 9 BASIC 


25 


480 


74 


2 


. 17 


5 


4 


581 


387 


969 


102 


1,071 


10 - 12 BASIC 


26 


463 


. 71 


3 


20 


4 


8 


569 


350 


919 


95 


1.01.4 


SUBTOTAL FDR BASIC PROGRAMS 




''454 


70 


2 


18 


4 


5 


552 


355 


907 


97 


1,004 


'"OTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 




424 


65 


2 


. 17 


5 


6 


519 


321 


849 


95 


935 



48 



er|c, 



4ii 



TOTAL SUHMARY TOTAL 



SUHHARY TOTAL 
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FLORIDA OEPAkTHENT OF EDliCATlJi^l 
1975-T6 PROGRAM COST REPORT 
SPECIAL REVENUE iCONTRACTtU PROGRAM) FUNDS EXPENulTJRES 
PROGRAM COSTS PER HEIGHTEU FTE 
GROUP SUMHAKY TOTALS 



SUMHARV TOTAL 

PAGE n 



PROGRAM NAME 



AND NO. SALARIES EMPLOYEE PURCHASE MATERIALS OTHER 
BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES EXP. 



CAPITAL TOTAL SCHOOL TOTAL OfSTRlCT TOTAL 
OUTLAY DIRECT INDIRECT mdi INDIRECT PROGRAM 
COSTS COSTS COSTS COSTS COSTS 



EDUCA6LE MENTALLY RETARDED 01 

TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 02 

PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED 03 
PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY PT 0* 

SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 05 

OEAF 06 

VISaALLY HANDICAPPED PT 07 

VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 08 

eNOTIONALLY DISTURBED PT 09 

EWMONALLY DISTURBED 10 

SOCIALLY NALAOJUSTEO 11 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 12 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY 1} 

GIFTED PT H 

HOSPITAL AND HONEBOUND PT 1$ 

" SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROGRAMS 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION I 16 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION II U 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION III U 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION IV 19 

N VOCATIONAL EDUCATION V 20 

^VOCATIONAL EDUCATION VI 21 

SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRAMS 



ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 22 
ADULT COMMUNITY SERVICE 23 

SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS 



K - 3 BASIC 24 

4 - 9 BASIC 25 

10 • 12 BASIC 26 

SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROGRAMS 



TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRAMS 



12 
16 
22 
« 
7 

24 
26 
91 
3 

11 
42 
7 

29 
2 

26 

a 



3 
6 
3 
2 

IB 
5 



24 

63 

25 



53 
22 
7 

30 



25 



2 
3 
4 
9 
1 
3 
5 

16 
1 
2 
6 
1 
5 
0 
4 



I 
1 
I 

18 
0 

,4 
0 
0 
0 
I 
1 
0 
1 
0 
9 



1 • 


0 

A 

0 


1 


17 


4 


21 


6 


27 


2 


2 


24 


30 


54 


b 


69 


2 


1 


5 


35 


13 


SI 


U 


70 


13 


i 


2 


95 


2 


97 


66 


163 


0 


1 


0 


9 


I 


10 


2 


12 


3 


0 


3 


41 


10 


51 


7 


57 


0 


I 


22 


53 


2 


5b 


49 


105 


0 


0 


3 


108 


4 


112 


21 


133 


I 


0 


3 


5 


1 


6 


9 


15 


3 


0 


2 


19 


21 


41 


18 


58 


$ 


0 




59 


■ 205 


264 

t V T 


141 




0 


0 


0 


9 


3 


12 


3 


b 


0 


0 


I 


36 


2 


3B 


11 


49 


0 


0 


1 


3 


2 


5 


2 


7 


3 


0 


4 


48 


22 


70 


12 


82 


I 


0 


I 


16 


9 


26 


9 


3b 


2 


0 


16 


26 


9 


35 


4 


39 


4 


1 


^5 


39 




48 


/ 




2 


0 


17 


24 


6 


30 


4 


34 


1 


1 


10 


13 




17 


4 


21 


i 


4 


If 




6 


46 


5 


51 


I 


1 


8 


15 


7 


22 


9 


31 


2 


1 


16 


ib 


6 


32 


5 


37 


6 


5 


6 


45 


7 


51 


lo 


(iB 


8 


90 


J 


172 


19 


192 


12 


20^ 


6 


B 


6 


49 


7 


56 


16 


72 


4 


1 


2 


69 


9 


79 


13 


92 


2 


0 


2 


31 


5 


36 


10 


46 


1 


0 


I 


11 


4 


15 


9 


23 


2 


I 


2 


40 


7 


47 


11 


57 


2 


1 


4 


37 


7 


43 


10 


53 



50 



SUMMARY TOTAL 



SUMMARY TOTAL 



mm TOTAL 
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linUlt FLORIDA OtPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

1975-76 PROCRAH COST REPORT 
GENERAL lOPERATiNG) AND SPECIAL REVENUE ICONTRACTED PROGRAH) FUNDS EXPENDITURES 

PR06RAH COSTS PER KEIGHTEO FTE 
GROUP SUNMARY TOTALS 



SUNMARy TOTAL 
PAGC 28 



PROGRAM NAME AND NO 



EQIUBLE KHTALLt RETARDEO 
TRAINABLE MENTALLY RETARDED 
WSICILIY WNOICAPPEO . 
PWSICAL AND OCCUPATIONAL THERAPY 
SPEECH AND HEARING THERAPY PT 
OEAF 

VISUALLY HANDICAPPED PT 
VISUALLY HANDICAPPED 
EWriONALLV DISTURBED PT 
EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED 

SOCIALLY KALADJUSTED , 

SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITY PT 
SPECIFIC LEAXNlNfi DISABILITY 
GIFTED PT 

HOSPITAL AND WEBOUND PT 
SUBTOTAL FOR EXCEPTIONAL PROCRANS 



VOCATIONAL 
VOUTIONAL 
VOUTIONAL 
VOCATIONAL 
„ VOCATIONAL 
S VOUTIONAL 



EDUCATION I 
EDUCATION II 
EDUCATION III 
EDUCATION IV 
EDUCATION V 
EDUCATION VI 



SUBTOTAL FOR VOCATIONAL PROGRANS 

ADULT BASIC AND HIGH SCHOOL 
ADULT CONNUNITY SERVICE 

SUBTOTAL FOR ADULT PROGRAMS 



K ' i BASIC 
4 - 9 BASIC 
ID - 12 BASIC 

SUBTOTAL FOR BASIC PROCRANS 



TOTAL FOR ALL FEFP PROGRANS 



SALARIES EHPLOYEE PURCHASE MATERIALS 
BENEFITS SERVICES SUPPLIES 



15 
12 
10 
11 
4 
9 
4 
4 
5 

11 
20 
5 

10 



Dl 


432 


02 


454 


va 




PT 04 


462 


05 


332 




492 


07 
OB 


578 


676 


n 




10 


414 


11 


471 


12 


289 


U 


539 


14 


346 


15 


571 




385 






It 


27) 


IS 


307 


13 


364 


20 


S86 


21 


405 




324 


22 


343 


2) 


547 




360 






it 


502 


26 


470 




483 



67 


3 


71 


6 


71 


?l 


n 


u\ 


48 


2 


78 


6 


85 


7 




I 


{ 


67 


15 


73 


3 


45 


1 


B6 


2 


51 


2 


86 


17 


60 


4 


33 


9 


41 


T 




5 


II 


4 


90 


10 


61 


9 


50 


6 


50 


3 


74 


6 


52 


3 




2 


if 


2 


72 


3 


75 


2 



4411 



69 



26 
22 
17 
17 
19 
13 

19 



20 
20 

20 



21 
19 

20 

20 



19 



5 


4 


728 


6 


5 


554 


5 
8 


1 


579 


2 


688 


3 


I 


390 


4 


7 


596 


5 


9 


688 


7 


3 


795 


3 


I 


376 


5 


5 


517 


4 


I 


577 


3 


I 


345 


3 


3 


643 


2 


3 




U 


2 


692 


4 


3 


465 


3 


37 


318 


5 


36 


384 




DA 


f U7 


6 


if> 


462 


8 


31 


744 


6 


13 


507 


5 


2b 


430 


15 


12 


444 


81 


11 


739 


21 


12 


467 


5 


6 


570 


5 


6 


612 


4 


9 


579 


5 


7 


592 


5 


9 


553 



OTHER CAPITAL TOTAL SCHOOL TOTAL DISTRICT TOTAL 

895 
927 
918 
i086 
581 
928 



600 
843 

.051 
536 

t072 
685 
844 



Ij7 


780 


115 




611 


16 




800 


,18 


249 


937 i 


,49 




508 


73 




814 114 


203 


891 158 


Hi 


U068 


152 


142 


520 


80 

no 


215 


733 


328 


906 


145 




469 


67 


294 


937 


135 


1 07 


600 


85 




71(1 




190 


655 


96 


175 


493 


62 


228 


612 


80 




644 


84 


308 


771 


102 


353 


1.097 


137 


309 


816 


109 


257 


687 


90 


197 


641 


143 


305 


li044 


281 


205 


673 


153 


324 


894 


103 


393 


1.005 


112 


354 


933 


104 


362 


453 


107 


327 


881 


104 



96 ' 751 



555 
692 
728 
873 
f234 
926 



90 777 



783 



826 



997 



985 



52 



53 



Appendix A 



DEFINITIONS OF KEY TERMS 



Approximate Average Salary - 

See Salaries per Staff Unit. 

Capital Outlay - 

direct cost amounts expended for equipment, audio-visual materials, 
and library books 

Cost Element/Total - 

one of eleven categories used for classifying expenditures; namely, 
salaries, employee benefits, purchased services, materials and sup- 
plies, other expenses, capital outlay, total direct costs, school 
- indirect costs, total school costs, district indirect costs, and 
total program costs 

Direct Costs - 

amounts expended which can be readily or obviously identified with 
programs or specific activities within a school and which are clas- 
sified as salaries, employee benefits, purchased services, materials 
and supplies, other expenses, or capital outlay 

District Indirect Costs - 

amounts expended which cannot be readily or obviously identified 
with a school and which are difficult or costly to attempt to iden- 
tify directly with a school (See section 6A - 1.14(3)(b), SBE rules.) 

Employee Benefits - 

direct cost amounts expended for the fringe benefits of those school 
district employees whose compensation is included in "salaries" 

FEFP Adjusted Revenue - 

FEFP revenue adjusted for the prorated and prior year adjustments 
(See FEFP Revenue . ) 

FEFP Dollars per Unweighted FTE - 

FEFP adjusted revenue divided by unweighted FTE 

FEFP Programs - 

The programs specified in Section 236.081(l)(a) , F.S. belonging to 
the Florida Education Finance Program. They are, along with their 
respective funding cost factors: 



Special Exceptional Student Programs Cost Factor 

1. Educable mentally retarded 2.30 

2. Trainable mentally retarded 3.00 

3. Physically handicapped 3.50 

4. Physical & occupational therapy, part-time 6.00 
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FEFP Programs 



Special Exceptional Student Programs (Cont.) Cost Factor 

5. Speech & hearing therapy, part-time 10.00 

6. Deaf 4.00 

7. Visually handicapped, part-time 10.00 

8. Visually handicapped 3.50 

9. Emotionally disturbed, part-time 7.50 

10. Emotionally disturbed 3.70 

11. Socially maladjusted 2.30 

12. Specific learning disability, part-time 7.50 

13. Specific learning disability 2.30 

14. Gifted, part-time 3,00 

15. Hospital & homebound, part-time 15.00 

Special Vocational-Technical Programs 

16. Vocational Education I * 4.26 

17. Vocational Education II 2.64 

18. Vocational Education III 2.18 

19. Vocational Education IV 1.69 

20. Vocational Education V 1,40 

21. Vocational Education VI 1.17 

Special Adult General Education Programs 

22. Adult basic education & adult high school 1.28 

23. Adult community service .675 

Basic Programs 

24. Kindergarten & grades 1, 2, & 3 1.234 

25. Grades 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, & 9 1.00 

26. Grades 10, 11 S 12 1.10 



FEFP Revenue - 

an amount derived from weighted FTE minus ineligible weighted 
FTE multiplied by the base student cost of $745.00 multiplied 
by the district cost differential plus minimum guarantee minus 
$5.00 per unweighted FTE for educational training expenditures 
(Note: FEFP revenue includes required local effort revenue.) 

Florida Education Finance Program (FEFP) - 

the program for financing public schools in Florida - for more 
details refer to the MIS statistical report Florida Education 
Finance Program for 1975-76 

General (Operating) Fund - 

t.ie set of accounts used for all ordinary operations of a school 
district, generally including all transactions which do not have 
to be accounted for in another fund 
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Groups of FEFP Programs - 
See FEFP programs. 

Ineligible Weighted Full-T'*me Equivalent Students - 

the number of weighted full-time equivalent students which are 
ineligible because of legislated constraints or caps 

Materials and Supplies - 

direct cost amounts expended for material items of an expendable 
nature that are consumed, worn out, or deteriorated in use; also 
for material items that lose their identity through fabrication 
or incorporation into different or more complex units or substances 

Minimum Guarantee - 

minimum level funding which guarantees that each district will re- 
ceive a minimum level of funding per FTE student in 1975-76 equal 
to the amount per FTE student receive^ in 1974-75 

Other Expenses - 

direct cost amounts expended for goods or services not otherwise 
classified as salaries, employee benefits, purchased services, 
materials and supplies, or capital outlay 

Prior Year Adjustment - 

an amount prorated to all schools and programs based on unweighted 
FTE for updated or corrected information; namely, arithmetical 
errors, assessment roll changes, full-time equivalent membership 
errors, or allocation errors revealed in an audit report 

Prorated Adjustment - 

an amount prorated to all schools and programs based on unweighted 
FTE when the FEFP legislative appropriation is less than the funds 
earned by the eligible full-time equivalent students reported by 
school districts 

Purchased Services - 

direct cost amounts expended for the personal services rendered by 
personnel who are not on the school district payroll as well as 
amounts expended for travel, communications, and utilities 

Salaries - 

direct cost amounts expended to employees of the school district 
who are directly identified with both a specific FEFP program and 
a school; namely, classroom teachers, substitute teachers, and 
classroom paraprofessional s 

Salaries per Staff Unit - 

the direct cost salaries of teachers, substitute teachers, and 
classroom-paraprofessionals divided by the staff units (full- 
time equivalent teachers) 
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School Indirect Costs - 

amounts expended which cannot be readily or obviously identified 
with a program and which are difficult or costly to attempt to 
identify directly with a program, but which can be readily or 
obviously identified with a school (See section 6A - 1.14(3) (a), 
SBE rules.) 

Special Revenue (Contracted Program) Funds - 

the sets of accounts used for special projects in which limitations 
on the use of monies are specified by the legal authority establishin 
the fund, and, generally these resources cannot be diverted to other 
uses 

Staffing Ratio - 

the unweighted full-time equivalent students divided by the staff 
units (full-time equivalent teachers) 

Staff Units - 

full-time equivalent teachers 

Total Direct Costs - 

the total of amounts expended for salaries, employee benefits, 
purchased services, materials and supplies, other expenses, and 
capital outlay which are readily identified with both a specific 
FEFP program and a school 

Total Program Costs - 

amounts expended as total school costs and district indirect costs 

Total School Costs - 

amounts expended as total direct costs and school indirect costs 

Unweighted FTE - 

the number of full-time equivalent students certified by the schools 
and districts to earn FEFP revenue for the July, October, February, 
and June (estimated) counts during 1975-76 

Unweighted Reported Full -Time Equivalent Students - 
See unweighted FTE. 

Weighted FTE - 

the number of unweighted full-time equivalent students multiplied 
by the appropriate FEFP program cost factor 

Weighted Reported Full-Time Equivalent Students - 
See weighted FTE. 
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Appendix B 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR REQUESTING PROGRAM COST ANALYSIS REPORTS 



To request any of the program cost analysis reports, please complete 
the form provided at the end of this appendix. All five boxes on the upper 
half of the form must be completed unless you are a Department of Education 
staff member. The name, institution, address, and city/state information 
will be used to mail out your reports. A phone number is necessary in the 
event that questions arise in fulfilling your request. If your phone is 
outside of Florida and a call is necessary, you will be called collect. 
District and school level reports in the same format as illustrated in 
the text are available free of charge upon request to all Florida legisla- 
tive, DOE, and public school district staff when the use to be made of the 
reports is within the scope of the staff member* s official duties. Others 
may request reports at cost. 

In completing the lower half of the form, follow the examples given 
as a guide and the directions below: 



Abbreviated Report Name - 

Please use the abbreviations given below which will clearly distin- 
guish one report from another. If you request any report(s) at all, 
include the Program Cost Report in your request for basic program 
cost information. If you request any report(s) involving FTE cal- 
culations, include the FEFP Adjusted Revenue Report for basic FTE 
information. 

Report Name With Abbreviations 
Program Cost Report (PCR) 
FEFP Adjusted Revenue Report (FEFP) 
Staff and Salary Analysis Report (SSAR) 
Program Costs Expressed as Percentages of Total Program 
Costs (%PC) 

Program Costs Expressed as Percenta<;^s of Total for All 

FEFP Programs (%FEFP) 
Program Costs per Unweighted FTE (UNWFTE) 
Program Costs per Weighted FTE (WFTE) 

Fund Type - 

For most analyses, the "general" fund reports will be the most use- 
ful, followed by "both" fund types combined. Review the discussion 
in the introduction of this report about the two different types and 
the two definitions in Appendix A before deciding, then check the 
appropriate columns. 

« 

Level of Report - 

You should indicate either district or school level report, not both, 
for any one request. If you request all of the schools in a district, 
the district level report will be included. If you desire all of the 
school reports for a given district or group of districts, indicate 
school level of report, identify the district(s), and write "all" for 
school names. 
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For What Districts - 

Please identify districts by number as well as name. District num- 
bers are those found in the Florida Education Directory, 1976-1977 > 
Although your request may be for specific school level reports , the 
respective district for each school listed must be identified. If 
you desire all of the districts in the State, write "all" for dis- 
trict names. 

For What Schools - 

Please identify schools by number as well as name. School numbers 
are those found in the Florida Education Directory, 1976-1977 . If 
you desire all of the schools for the districts you have identified, 
write "all" for school names. 



If you have any questions about requesting program cost analysis 
reports, please call Chase Crawford at (904) 487-2280 (SUNCOM 277-2280) 
or note on the request form that you wish to be called. 

If you wish to delineate further your needs for program cost infor- 
mation, please call or note your additional needs on the back of the re- 
quest form. Many other analyses of program costs are being conducted. 
If your needs extend beyond the scope of this report, an analysis may be 
underway to meet those same needs for someone else. 

For the analysis of 1976-77 program cost data, additional reports 
can be made available. In order for these additional reports to provide 
information which is useful to decision-makers like yourself, please 
cominunicate your needs by calling or writing them down on the back of 
the 1975-76 request form. 
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WlEj QF REQUESTS FOR PROGRAM COSTS ANALYSIS REPORTS 



1. A legislator desires to analyze the general fund program costs of the top 25 schools in one of the 
Indicators of Effectiveness and Efficienc y studies completed by the Department of Education. 





FUND TYPES 


LtVEL OF REPORT 


m m 


FOR WHAT SCHMlS 


Abbreviated 








■ ' i 




DISTRICTS 


Report Name 




Special 


















General 


Revenue 


Both 


District 


School 


Ml tmkAk^ 

iiuniDer 


Name 


Numoer 


Name 


All 










v/ 


01 


Alpha 


0011 


Alpha school 














02 


Beta 


0021- 


Beta school 














02 


Beta 


0011 

1 


Delta school 

* 



2. A Department of Education administrator desires to analyze the general fund program costs for middle 
schools statewide with those of all junior high schools statewide. One request would produce 
school level reports and a group summary for middle schools, while a second would produce analogous 
reports for junior high schools. 
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FUND TYPES 


LfVEl OF REPORT 


n 


Mm - 


Fok mkt Miii 


Abbreviated 










DISTRICTS 


Report Name 




IpecM 


















General 


Revenue 


Both 


District 


School 


Number 


Name 


Number 


Name 


All 












01 


Alpha 


0011 


Alpha middle school 














01 


Alpha 


0021 


Delta middle school 














02 


Beta 


0011 

* 


Beta middle school 

• 


All 












01 


Alpha 


0021 


I 

Alpha junior high school 














02 


Beta 


0031 


Beta junior high school north 














02 


Beta 


0041 

1 
1 


Beta junior high school south 

• 

• / 
t 
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3. h Departnent of Education consultant desires to analyze scfiool level program costs per FIE for the 
exceptional progran(s) to which he/slie is assigned. 



Abbreviated 
Report Name 


FUND TY.PES """ 


I'tia' Sf 


REPORT 


FOR WHAT 
DISTRICTS 


FOR WHAT SCHOOLS 


General 


Special 
Revenue 


Both 


District 


School 


Mumber 


Name 


Number 


Name 


PGR 1 
FEFP [ 
UNWFTE 1 
WFTE ^ 










v/ 


01 
02 
03 

1 
1 
1 


Alpha 

Beta 

Gamma 


9003 
9005 
9002 


Alpha Exceptional Ed Center 
Beta Exceptional Ed Center 
Gainiia Exceptional Ed Center 



33 
I 



4. A Department of Education regional consultant desires to analyze the general fund program costs 
for all schools and school districts in his/her region. 





FUND TyPES 


LEVEL OF REPORT 


FOR WHAT 


FOR WHAT SCHOOLS 


Abbreviated 




w 








DISTRICTS 




Report Name 




Special 


















General 


Revenue 


Both 


District 


School 


Number 


Name 


Number 


Namu 


All 












01 


Alpha 




All 














02 


Beta 


















03 


Gamma 







5. A school district administrator desires to analyse the program costs of his/her high schools with those of 3 
group of high schools in nearby districts which his/her comnunity believe to be comparable in educational 
quality. One recjuest would produce school level reports and a group suimnary for his/her high schools, while 
a second would produce analoco ■ reports for the nearby high schools. 





RIND TYPES 


LEVEL OF BEPOBT 


FOR m\ 




rUK WHAI iLHUULb 


nDDrcVlolcO 








¥] 




DISTRICTS 






Report Name 




Special 


















General 


Revenue 


botn 


UlStnct 


bcnool 


f^umber 


Name 


Number 


Name 


All 










/ 


01 


Alpha 


nnii 

UUil 


Hipnd norm nign scnooi 














01 


Alpha 


0021 


Alpha south high school 














01 


Alpha 


0031 


Alpha central high school 


All 


y/ 




y 






02 


Beta 


0011 


Beta high school 














03 


taima 


0021 


Gamma high school 














04 

t 

* 


Delta 

< 
< 


0011 

• 
• 


Delta high school 
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6. A school principal desires to analyse his/her program costs percentagewise, and then compare them with a spe- 
cific group of schools in several other districts. One request would produce a school report for his/her 
school. A second request would produce analogous reports and a group summary for the other schools. 







FUND TYPES 


LEVEL OP kIM 


m m 




FOR WHAT SCHOOIS 




Abbreviated 












DISTRICTS 








Report Name 




Special 






















General 


Revenue 


Both 


District 


School 


Number 


Name 


Number 


Name 




PCR ] 












v/ 


01 


Alpha 


0011 


Alpha school 




FEFP 


> 


















IK 














02 


Beta 


0011 


Beta school 




:fefp J 














03 


Gamma 


0021 


Gamma school 


















04 

• 


Delta 

1 


0011 

t 
f 


Delta school 

• 
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19/5-/6 PROGRAH COST ANALYSIS REPORTS 



Please use this form to request program cost analysis reports. Mail completed form to: 1975-76 Program Cost Analysis 
Reports, Management Infonnation Services, Florida Department of Education, Knott Building, Room 275, Tallahassee, 
Florida 32304. 



Name: 



Institution: 



Iress: 



City, State (zip code): 



Phone Number (area code): 



FUND TYPES 
Ml 



'WW 

DISTRICTS 



FOR WHAT SCHOOLS 



Name 



Abbreviated 
Report Name 



General 



Special 
Revenue 



Both 



LEVEL OF REPORT 



District 



School 



Number 



Name 



Number 



